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T H E 


ting to them, in order to confirm him in them : For 


whereas a certain Quaker had (by Way of Chal- 
lenge) publiſhed A Letter to the Clergy of Nor- 


. thumberland, impugning theſe two Points relating to 


Baptiſm, the Aſſerter of them thought that they might 
be very fairly made out from Scripture, either by 
direct Proof, or plain Inference, and therefore col- 
lected ſome of the moſt plain and obvious Paſſages re- 
lating to them, and printed, them. But to theſe, not 
very long after, came out an Anſwer, ſuch an one as 
it is ( for the Anſwerer bas a ſpecial Knack of paſſing 
over every Text and Thing that makes againſt him ) 
not by the ſame, but by another Yuaker, as is pre- 

AS. - ſumed, 
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ſumed, from his Manner of Writing. Therefore, in 


order to juſtify and make good, what the Aſſerter had 
laid down againſt the Anſwerers Objections, the fol- 


lowing Sheets come abroad, in which the Author hopes 
be has ſatisfactorily reply'd, to whateyer is material 
in them, and bath further ſheun, that our Water- 


Baptiſm, and the Baptiſm of Infants (which the Qua- 


kers, by Way of Ridicule*, call Infant Sprinklings) 


are Iillitutions of Chrift z and that Baptiſm with the 


Holy Ghoſt (which had Reſpect, as is hereafter ſhewn, 
to the extraordinary Gifts of the Spirit) was only 
temporary, is not now to bs expected, and, as far as 
ve can diſcern, is wholly ceas'd. If theſe Papers 
tend to confirm the Baptiſts in their own Way, or 


undleceive others of their Errors, the Author has all 
be aims at by them. | 


* Pape 50, 
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5E firſt Thing the Anſwerer tak es 
N Notice of, is the Word Bapzize. 

I had ſaid, p. 6, from Lake xi. 38. 
and Mark vii. 4. where the Word 
ga e is render'd to waſh, that 
to waſh was the original Mcaning 
of it; but this the Auſwerer, p. 3. 
finds Fault with, and ſays, That 
— e original Meaning of the Word 
(without citing any Scripture-Authority, as this is pro- 
per ly a Scripture T'erm) zs to dip, or plunge; and tho“ 
it does ſignify no more than to waſh, yet it remains for 
me 


[6] 


me to ſhew that it ever ſignifies leſs than to waſh, other - 


wiſe ſprinkling will be ſtill excluded. What the An- 


ſwerer here grants, would be enough for my Purpoſe, 
that to baptize does ſometimes ſignify no more than 
to waſh; and therefore he had little Reaſon to find 
'Fault with my alledging, that to — in the two 
Texts (which I had elted) was the or pln Meaning 
of the Word. For let us ſee what the Uriticks ſay of 
it: Bamwite is deriv'd from gde, which Word the 
Anſwerer ſays ſignifies to plunge. Now had he rightly 
conſider'd the Meaning of this Word, he would have 


found in the LXX 'I'ranſlation, Day. iv, 3Þ that the 37 


Word there ſignifies no more than barely to wer; and 
if in Scripture it has that diminutive Signification, then 
I think he had little Reaſon to criticiſe upon the Word 
fenitw, which I had ſaid ſignify'd to waſh. But let 
the Meaning of gad be what it will, it is never (as 
tar as I remember) uſed in Scripture with Relation to 
Baptiſm. Be] then being thus uſed, &am)itu, which 
is a Derivative from it, won't, I think, be ſynonimous 
with it, but will rather be diminutive of its Root, and 


the ſame with v, which in Eph. v. 26. Titus iii. 5. 


is uſed for Baptiſm; and therefore, in the New Teſta- 
ment, where &+7)i{e is uſed literally, it is always ren- 


, der'd either to bapt:ze, or waſh ; as Matth. iii. 11. Mark 


vii. 4. Lake iii. 16. Ads i. 5. —— i. 16. Heb. ix. 10. 
Sce Leigh's Critica Sacra on the Word. 

Bur the Anſwerer ſays further, That it remains for 
me to ſhew, that to baptize ever ſignifies leſs than to 
waſh, otherwiſe ſprinkling will be ſtill excluded. Now 
he muſt be very ignorant in the Jeuiſb Law, if he does 
not there find, that ſpri»k/ing is a Species of waſhizg ; 
for in Nzmb. xix. 18, 19, 20. he will ſee, that Pxrefi- 
cation from Unucleanneſs, was perform'd by ſprinkling 
the Water of Separation on the ancleax Perſon. See 


_ Heb.ix.13. And this ſprinkling in the Hebrew is ren- 


der'd by the Greek Word &«wlitw, to waſh, or baptize, 
by an ancient Fewiſh Writer, who lived before the 


Kiſe of the Sect of the Phariſees, and canſfequently 


before the multiplying of the Few: Traditions. My 
Author 
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Author is Feſws the Son of Syrach, in the Days of 
one of the Pzolemy's King of t, who, alluding 
to that Rite in Nambers, whereby he that touched the 
dead Body of a deceaſed Perſon, was to remove his 
Uncleanneſs, thus expreſſes it, 1 f am vixes, 
He that is waſhed from (or after the touching of) @ 
dead Body, if be touch it again, what availeth bis waſh» 
ing? Eccluſ, xxxiv. 2y. The Hebrew Text directe 
only the * of the Unclean with the Water of 
Separation; and the Greek Tranſlator, who knew the 
Force of the Hebrew Words, which was his own Lan- 
uage, renders it by baptizing of the Uncleavn, which 
might not improperly have render'd ſprinkling, for 
that is — his Meaning. 

AND pray, what were the dee Gαανν,ν]˙ tranſ- 
lated different Waſhings, Heb. ix. 10. but relative to 
the different Manners of adminiſtring Baptiſm among 
the Fews in different Caſes, by Immerſion, Aﬀuſion, or 
Aber ſion. 

To give an Inſtance of the two latter : Chriſt being 
invited to dine with a certain Pharsſee, went in and 
ſat down to Meat; and when the Phariſee ſaw it, he 
marvelled that he had not waſhed before Dinner, 37. 


„rer iCaniodn, that he was not baptized, as is the 


literal rendring of St. Lake in his Goſpel, Lake xi. 
38. for it was the Cuſtom of the Phariſees, and all 
che Jews, 207 to eat except they waſh their Hands oft, 
holding the Tradition of the Elders ; and when they come 
from the Market (where they met with Gentiles and 
Publicans, whoſe Touch they reckon'd a Defilement, 
like the I ouch of a Carcale) eæcept they waſh, they 
eat not, Mark vii. 34. and for this Reaſon, they found 
Fault with Chriſt, as they did with his Diſciples, for 
cating Bread with defiled, that is to ſay, with unwaſhen 
Hands, / 2. Matth. xv. 2. rranſgreſſing the Tradition 
of the Elders. But what was the Tradition of the El- 
ders concerning the Manner of waſhing Hands? Why 
they held out their Hands while a Servant poured on 
them a little Water that run up to their Elbows, and 


then letting down their Hands for the Water to go 


oft, 
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off, they dried them. Learned Men have produced 
many Proofs for this Cuſtom, from the early Fewiſp 
Writers in the Talmud; and it is obſervable, that 
Eliſha's miniſtring on Elijah, 1 Kin. xix. 21. is expreſſed 
in another Place by his pouring Water on his Hans, 
2 Kin: iii. 11. Which fully clears the ancient Manner 
of the Fews in waſhing their Hands, from which they 
did not vary in Chriſt's Time, if their own Authors 
are to be credited. And therefore 7 1 as in 
the Margin of ſome of our Exgliſs Bibles, under- 
ſtands waſhing (mcyui vile often, Mark vii. 3. by 


woſhing up to the Elbows ; and generally this Sort of 


waſhing is put in the Paſſive Tenſe, to ſignify the Ace- 
tion of another in the Performance of this Rite. Now 


| ſince the waſhing of Hands among the Jeu was -by 
Alfiſion, or pouring of Water, and that Afuſion is ex- 


prelied in St. Lake by the Greek Word Baptizing, the 
Goſpel gives us an evident Proof, that Baptiſm ſigni- 
fies ſomething leſs than dipping into the Water. 

Ir is equally expreſs, for including of Sprixkling 
under the Denomination of Baptiſm. Among the 
Traditions of the Phariſees, St. Mark enumerates the 
waſhing of Cups and Pots, Brazen Veſſels, and Tables 
or Beads, and many other ſuch like Things, Mark vii. 4, 8. 
he Greek Word for cleanſing: of all theſe Things, is 
ganſteu,,] Baptiſms; and if it be true, that all, or 


any one of theſe Utenſils were purified by Spremhlings, 


we have, | think, proved our Point, that Baptiſm is 
ſometimes uled for Hrinbling. 

Cors and Pots and Diſhes might indeed, and no 
doubt were cleanſed as among us, by rinſing when 
they were fouled with Ruſt or Uſage; but the Pha- 
riſees, who affected Sanctity above the Pitch of other 
Folk, were not content with Houſe-cleanlineſs ; and 
therctorc, leſt any of theſe Veſſels ſhould have con- 
tracted accidentally, a legal Impurity by Conta&, or 
even Vicinity ot I] hings or Perſons declared uncle un 
by the Law, they did not cat nor drink out of them at 
any Time, without ſprinkling them firſt with the Wa- 
ter of Purification. Aud this ſeems to be intimated by 

our 
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our Saviour, in Return to their Cenſute of him for 


not baptizing or waſhing before Dinner, in the newly 
mention'd Paſſage Lake xi. 39. Now do ye Phariſees 
pretrify the Ougſide of the Cup and the Platter, but the In- 


fide is full of — Immerſion of theſe Veſſels in Was 


ter mult have cleanſed the Inſide as well as the Out- 
ſide; but now by * only upon the external 
Superficies of theſe Veſſels, as they ſtood with their 
Backs to them, they gave Chriſt a proper Occaſion 
to condemn their want of inherent Holineſs, by a 
proverbial Speech grounded on this Practice, and to 
expoſe their Hypocriſy, that in greatct Matters pre- 
ferred extetnal to intetnal Purity. But flill the Juſt- 
neſs of Chriſt's Compariſon conſiſts in the Truth f 
their Practice, to waſh only the Outſide of their Veſ- 
ſels, which ſeems not feaſible, except in the Way of 


ſprinkling. 


AND for this they had ſome Colour in the Law 
itſelf, which, in Caſe of Uncleanneſſes contracted on 
occaſion of a dead Body, cnjoined, that all in the 
Tent or Houſe of the dead Man, Sc. the Tent itſelf, 
all the _— in the Tent, ſhould be cleanſed, by a 
clean Perſon's dipping _ in Water, and ſpriuks 
ling it upon them all, Numb. xix. 14,15, 16. Seats 
and Chairs and Beds, and ſuch Lumber, ſaid to de 
baptized in St. Mark by the Phariſees, could not be 
dipped in Water dy Reaſon of their Bulk, or with- 
out ſpoiling : Since, therefore, the ſprinkiing of them 
is termed Baptiſm, we may reaſonably infer, that the 


. Phariſaick Baptiſm of Cups and leſſer Veſſels was alſ6 


performed by ſprinkling, as the Law commanded them 
— — as often as they teceived Poſlation from a dead 

ody. 
diva muſt it be forgot, that there was a general Ex- 
pectation among the Fews, that the Mefſias ſhould come 
Water (1 John v. 6.) for which Reaſon, the Prieſts 
and Levites, upon hearing of John the Baptiſt's yy 
cixing, ſcent Deputics to know of him it he were the 
2 and to ask him, Mby be baptized, if he were 
net ? John 1. 19, 20, 25. 9 yet we know — 
Oun; 


—— 
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Foundation for this Tradition, but what is taken from 
thoſe Prophecies that ſoretell of the Meſſias, that he 
ſhould. ſprinkle many Nations (IC. Iii. 15.) that he ſhould 
ſprinkle clean Mauer upon them, aud ſo cleanſe them from 
all their þ:iIthineſs (Ezck. xxxvi. 25.) which Texts are 


_ underſtood of the Meſſias by the Fewiſh Interpreters 


and others (//hitby on Heb. x. 22.) and were verify d 


in the Chriſt:an Baptiſm for the Remiſſion of Sins, of 


ſo many thouſand Souls at once, as we read of in 
Mts H. 41. N. 4 | 

I had, p. 18, 19, 20. ſaid ſomething concerning the 
Manner of Baptizing, wich 1 think may here come 
in, as that it was generally, in the firſt Ages, per- 
form'd by Immerſion, or dipping ; but that in ſome 
Caſes, and in cold Countries, it was done by pouring 
Water on the Perſon to be baptized. This the Au- 
ſwerer, p. 26. thinks deſtroys all I had before ſaid a- 


bout Baptiſiu by ſprintliug, and compares me to the 
fooliſh Woman in Prov. xiv. 1. But has this Azſwerer- 


reply'd to theſe Texts I cited a, which as manifeſtly prove 
the Practice of Water-Baptiſm, as generally their Man- 
ner of Beptizing? For there the Apoſtle lays, Me are 
buried by Baptiſm. Now this can be taken in no Senſe 
to conſiſtent, as in putting the Perſon to be baprized 
under W.ter, which reprelents the Barial of him: If 
he had put a Senſe more conſiſtent, on theſe Texts, 
than what I had done, he would have advanced, it may 
be, ſomething to his Purpole; but having not taken 
them under Confideration, it plainly looks, as if he 
could give no other Senſe ſo conſiſtent of them. 
AND as to the varying from the general Cuſtom, 
with Relation to the Manner of Boptizing, in which 
he thinks I had pull'd down the Houſe I had be- 
fore built, take it in the Words of another Author Þ. 
« The Word Bapzize ſignifies only waſhing in general, 
« with Water, which may be done either by ſprinkling 
« the Mater on them, or dipping them in Water, and 


— 


„ 


Rom. vi. 4. Coloſſ. ii. 12. 3 | 
» Smuh's Preſervative againſt Quakeriſm, p. 204. 


60 waſhing 
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u waſhing them all over with it, as they did ordina- 
de narily at firſt in Jadea, and other ſuch hot Coun- 
& tries; tho' even there, on extraordinary Occaſions, 
« jn Caſe of Haſte, Sickneſs, and Age, or want of 
« ſufficient Quantity of Mater, or proper Convenien- 
« cies for Dipping, as when the Apoſtles baptized whole 
&« Families in their Houſes, and particularly the Taylor, 
« and his Houſhold, at Home, at Midnight, it may 
t reaſonably be ſuppoſed they were then only ſprixkled 
« with Water.” f 

AND here, I think, may not unfitly be introduced, 
what the Anſwerer ſays, p. 25. with Relation to Chriſt's 
not commanding any particular Manner of Bupt:2ing 
with Water, whether Dipping, Affuſion, or Sprinkling, 
ſince they all anſwered the End of Baptiſim. His 
Words are, Had Chriſt inſtituted any Water-Baptiſm 
at all, he wonld never have left it to be Matter of perpe- 
tual Diſpute and Altercation ; to whom, by whom, where, 
when, and after what Manner, it ſhould be adminiſter'd: 
Was ever any eternal Rite enjoined upon any People, and 
all theſe Matters left undetermined Now I can't ſee 
but the Azſwerer has dilated on this Argument, with- 
out any great Grounds; for as to the 20 whom, all 
Nations were to be baptized; and as to the by whom, 
the Commiſſion was given to the Apoſtles. Now 
this is as much as was appointed about Circumciſiun; 
for only the who, and the when; were determined; 
and if Bap:iſm had not been the Rite of Admiſſion in- 
to the Chriſtian Covenant, as Circumciſion was into 
the Few:ſh, no doubt but the Subjects of Baptiſm 
would have been ſpecify'd more particularly; but, in 
this Caſe, there ſeems rather to need a Prohibition to 
forbid the Baptiſm of Infants, among a People that 
had been uſed to circumciſe them, than a Command 


for it. But, to retort the Argument on the Azſwerer, 


with Relation to his Baptiſm with the Holy Ghoſt, how 
does it appear that Coriſt meant that figurative Bap- 
tiſin in Matth. xxviii. 19? There's one Dilpute, ** How 
«© were the Apoſtles to adminiſter it; there's another 
* Diſpute, 70 whom, by _— when, and where were 
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all theſe to be done ? Still more Diſputes. So 


that Baptiſm with the Holy Ghoſt is attended with the 
fame, if not greater, Bichculties, than the Anſwerer 
can charge upon Water-Baptiſm. And, therefore, let 
him reply to all theſe, and make them unanſwerably 
cleat, and he may then poſſibly do ſomething in his 


own Cauſe, and invalidate ours. 


TnkE Anſwerer ſays, p. 4. That Baptiſm, in the New 
Teftament, is aſed either literally, ar figuratively ; 
which I grant; but then, as he diſtinguiſhes them, > 
Diſtinction is not juſt; for Baptiſm is properly Iiteral 
where there js no Figure, as 1, wi Banlicurla, Mark 
vii. 4. and in all other ſuch Places, where it ſignifies 
no more than to waſp: And Baptiſm is, properly, 
figurative, where it is all Figure; as in Acts i. 5. Matt. 
XX. 21, But, in other Caſes, whenever it is ſpoken 
of a Chriſtian Rite, it is both literal and figurative, of 
rather, it is literal as to the Action, tho' that Action 
be nevertheleſs figurative, And I obſerve, the An- 
ſwerer's Account of Figurativę, is properly the Figure 
of the Action, and not what he aftcrwards calls figu- 
rative Baptiſm; for he ſays, That is figurative Bap- 
tilm, which denotes the inward Purgatiqn of the Saul 
from Sin, 7 the Power and Operation if the Holy Spirit, 
This is juſt our Account of the Figure of Water-Bap- 
ziſm; but he can't ſav this, conſiſtently with his own 
Notion of Boptiſm with the Spirit; for where will he 
find any thing in all the Scripture to denote this Pur- 
gation, hut H*«ter-Baptiſm? But, notwithſtanding this, 
the Anſwerer brings a I'cxt < in order to prove it; 
Whoſe Fan is in his [Jand, and he will throughly purge 
bis Flower, and will gather his Wheat into his Garner ; 
bat the Cha he will burn with nnquenchable bire. 
Now this Tex? ought to be interpreted in another 
Scute9, and is nothing to his Purpoſe; for there John 
Baptiſt is not diſcourſing of inward Purgation by Bap- 
#:ſm with the Hirit, but of the Separation which Criſt 


will make, at the Deſtruction of Jeruſalem, between 


- Licke 11,17, Sf$Sec Dr, Hgmeng's Note on Matt. iii. 12. 
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the Righteous and the Wicked, and the Senſe of It k 


this: He comes like an Husbandman to threſh and 
winnow, with ſuch Inſtruments in his Hand, as will 
ſever the Wheat ſrom the Chaff, the Good from the 
Bad; the Good he _— — but the Refuſe he 
will deliver up to the Wind and Fire, to be utterly 
deſtroy'd. Here is nothing about the figurative Senſe 
of Baptiſm ; and tho” purgixg is mentioned in the Text, 
yet he muſt have good Eyes, that can diſcern its Rela. 
tion to the purifying Virtue of the Holy Spirit in Baptiſm. 

AGAIN, p. 6. the Anſwerer ſpeaks of the manifeſt An- 
tithefis between Water aud the Holy Ghoit ; which no 
Body diſputes with him: But he ſhould firſt have proved, 
that there was no Watery-B aptiſm inſtituted by Cbriſt, be- 
fore he had impugned my Aſſertion of the no Diffe- 
rence as to the Matter between Fobz's, the Fews, and 
ChriſPs Baptiſm. | 

FURTHER, p. 14, 15. from my aſſerting, that to bap- 
#i2e, when literally render'd, ſignifies to waſh, and 
that there is no waſhing without Hater, &c. to im- 
pugn this, the Anſwerer ſays, that waſhing in Scripture 
does not always relate to Water, but-1s frequently uſed >: 


4 figurative Senſe, as Pſal. xxvi. 6. Ji. 2. Iſaiab i. 15. 


Fer. iv. 14. Achs xii. 16. Job xix. 6. Prov. XII. 12. Tre. 
ui. 5. Rev. i. 5. — vii. 14. Now I grant that waſhing 
is taken in a figurative Senſe in all theſe Places, ex- 
cept two, viz, Ads xxii. 16. Tit. iii. 5. (for there it 
alludes to the waſhing in Baptiſm) ; but then it is to bo 
noted, that in none of theſe Places the Word 6. i 
is mentioned, which Chri/# made U ſe of in his Commiſ- 
ſion; and if it had, the Subject Matter to which waſh- 
ing is apply'd in them, plainly ſhews it to be figura · 


tive. Now becauſe washing is uſed in a figurative 


Senſe in ſame Places of Scripture, will it follow, that 
it is never literally uſed with Relation to Chriſt's Ba 

tiſm? (for as to Fohbn's and the Fews Baptiſm the Au- 
ſwerer qwns it.) Are all the Places where baptizing, 
and where waſbing, in Alluſion to this Rite, are men- 
tioned, to be taken in a figurative Senſe, and to im- 


ply nothing elſe, but either Baptiſm with the = or 
me 
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ſome other Puriſ cation than what is ſa:ramental? 1 
am fully ſatisfy'd they are not, and therefore ſhall en · 
deavour to prove, againſt the Axſwerer, that Chriſt't 

Commiſſion to Baptize, Matth. xxviii. 19. was a literal 
waſhing ; and that Water, as to the external Part, was 
the 1 hing that was to be made Uſe of in it. 

T ux firſt Thing then that I ſhall advance in this Parti- 
cular, that it is a known Rule in interpreting Scrip- 
ture, that the literal is always to be preferr'd to the 
fignrative Senſe, if there be no manifeſt Abſurdity in 
it ©: Now let the A»ſwerer ſhew, that there is a plain 
Abſurdity in pri xing, or waſhing all Nations in the 
Name of the Trinity, in order to their Admiſſion inte 
the Chriſtian Church, and he may do ſomething to- 
wards eilabliſhing his allegorical Way of Interpretation, 
and _— aſide our Saviour's Inſtitution of Mutter- 
Baptiſm ; bu 
it will remain: good according to the generally te- 
ceived Rule before laid down. | 3 
Tn Quakers, it is true, ſay, that by baptiziug here; 
is meant baptizing all Nations with the Spirit; but 
then they give no Reaſon for this fig rative Interpre- 
tation; they don't ſnew (as far as ever I ſaw) the 
Contradiction or Abſurdity of the lizeral Signifieation 
but refer all to Fohbn Baptiſt's Prophecy, that Chriſt 
would baptize with the Holy Ghoſt, and with Fire, 
which ſhall be conſider'd in its proper Place. But 
now, if both Chr:i/t in his Life-time, and his Apoſtles 
before, and after his Aſcenſion, did praQtiſe 'ater- 
Baptiſm, it is to me a molt cogent Argument, it not a 
Demonſtration, that the Commiſſion given them to bap- 
ti de mult be underſtood literally, of waſhing with Water, 
and not fizzaratizely, of baptizing With the Spirit. 
 . FIRST then, of Chriſt's baptizing, Now this is 
plain from J iii. 22, 26 — iv. 1. for in theſe Places, 


2 
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e The Quakers own (as they are quoted by the Writers 
againſt them, that in ſome Places Bapriſm is taken literally, 
as 1 Cor, i. 14, Sc. Now why not in others, as well as 
ia theſe Places 2, DAS 26 4 


baptizing 


t it he can ſhew no ſuch Abſurdity, then 0 
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ri is aſcrided to him; and that this can't be 
taken in a figurative, but a literal Sen le, ſeems to be 


manifeſt, both from the Viſibility of it, aud likewiſe 


from it's being compared with John's; for Water> 
Baptiſm is vitible, but that with the Spirit is not; and 
therefore, as Cori/t baptized to the Appearance of all 
Men, his. Baptiſm mult have been witn Water. Aud 
this is likewile manifeſt, from its being compared with 
Fobu's; for when there aroſe a Dilpute between the 
Jews and Jobn's Dilciples, about puriſhing, theſe Diſ- 
Ciples take Notice of Chri/i's Baptiſm, as it it did con- 
fer a greater Degree of Parity than his. Now where 
would have been the Pertinence of this, if both their 
2 had not been with one and the ſame Matter, 
viz. Mater? 

AND here I think may not unfitly dome in, What! 
had offer'd barely as my Opinion, (without poſitively 
aſſerting it) concerning Chriſt's baptizing his Dilci- 
les: 1 then thought, p. 9. from John iv. 2. that Feſws 
id not then baptize at all, but am now of another 
Opinion, from the Texts before cited; for tho? it be 
ſaid in that Place, that Feſ#s baptized not, but his Diſ- 
ciples; yet taking the other along with it, the mcan- 
ing may reaſonably be, that where he was alone, he 
kaptized himſelf, but where his Diſciples were with 
dim, he deputed them to doit, as St. Paul ſaid, he was 
not ſent to baptize, but to preach; i. e. not ſo much 
to baptize, as to preach: for 1 Cor. i. 14. he baptized 
Criſpxs and Gaius; but at other Times he mignt depute 
others under him to. perform that Office. Now if 
this be ſo, as it docs not ſeem improbable, then Chriſt 


might baptize his Diſciples; for its plain that the Fews , 


expected (grounded probably on {ſa. lii. 15. Esel. 
XXXV1. 25. Which [ before cited) that when Coriſt came, 
he ſhould baptize; otherwite, John i. 25. they would 
not have ask'd John the Baptiſt that QueltionCWry 
baptizeſt thou then, if thou be not that C. 
therefore, as I ſaid, that all that were adm 
Chriſt's Religion, were to be baptized with 
the Diſciples, who were the firſt Proſclytes! 
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Religion, muſt have been beprized likewiſe: and who 
was there then to do it, but Chriſt himſelf? Lay, this 
- may ſtand good, for any Thing the Anſwerer ſay 


arch did it without any Commiſſion from Chri 
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$ to 

the Contrary. FED | . 

SECONDLY, Chriſt's Apoſtles, both before and after 

his Aſcenſion, did bapti2e with Hater f. This the Au+ 
ſwerer, p.12, 24. ſeems to grant, but — ſays, Th 
„(which 

ſuppoſe they might have, tho? it be not recorded in 

Scripture) and only in Compliance with the then receiv- 


ed Cuſtom among the Jews, and the known Practice of 


John zhe Baptiſt. Now that the Apoſtles might have 
a Commiſſion to bupzize, tho? it be not mentioned in 
Scripture, may eaſily be ſuppoſed, becauſe all that our 
Saviour ſaid, or did, is not recorded there: For St. 
Jobn tells us, xxi. 25. That there are many other Things 


| which Jeſus did, the which if 8 be written e- 


very one, 1 ſuppoſe that even the World it ſelf could not 
contain the Books which ſhould be written. Now if ſo, 
how ealily might a Commiſſion have been given to 
our Saviour's Diſciples to baptize, and yet not have 
been fet down by any of the Evangeliſts, eſpecially if 
we conſider, that he deſigned to enlarge the Commiſ- 
ſion afterwards, as he did, Matth. xxviii. 19. Beſides, 
we find our Saviour's Diſciples doing ſome Things 
which were not in thcir Commiſſion, and therefore 
they might have ſome private InſtruQions, which are 
not recorded, and this of Baptiſm might have been 
pararallel to that; for Mark vi. 7. when our Saviour 
ſent forth his Diſciples two by two, all that ſeems to 
have been in their Commiſſion, was to baue Power 
aver unclean Spirits; and yet we read / 12, 13, that 


they both preached, and anointed the Sick with Mi, for 
which we find no luſtrudions to them. 


AND laſt of all, our Saviour might have been pre- 
ſent when his Dilciples baptiz'd, and no doubt he was 
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f See the following Texts for Warer-Baptiſm z Act ii. 41. 
viii. 12, 13, 16, 38, — ik. 18. — . 48, come vi. 15, 33. 
Nix, . xIi. 16. 1 Cor. i. 14, 16. Galat. iii. 23. 
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at forne Times, and then his verbal Command ſuper- 
ſeded auy formal Commiſſion. 

Now from what I have obſerved in this Caſe, I 
think it may reaſonably be interr'd, that our Saviour's 
Diſciples had a Commiſſion to baptixe; and therctore 
when they adminilter'd this Sacrament, it was not in 
Compliance with the Few:/þ Cuſtoms, and the Practice 
of Joh the Baptiſt, as the Anſwerer alledges, but ra- 
ther in Obedience to Chriſt's Command; ſo that nis 
owning that the Diſciples did bap::2e, both before and 
after our Saviour's Aſcenſion, muſt be a firong Ar- 

ument for Water-Baptiſm: For what ſhould induce 
he Diſciples, who were Servants to another Lord 
than the _ and John the Baptiſt, to make Frole- 
lytes by 715 it it had not been the Will of their 
Maſter to do ſo? For that they did, fee Fob iv. 1, 
2. Would they, or durſt they, think you, have prac- 
tiſed any other Rite of entering any into his Religi- 
on, than what he had injoin'd them? No, we cannot 
conceive from the Character of his Dilciples that they 
would; or if they had done it before his Aſcenſion, 
we cannot ſuppoſe they would have done it after ; 
and therefore, as, by his own Confeſſion, we find them 
baptizing with Water in hls Life-time, before the laſt 
Commiſſion given them, Matth. xxviii. 19, and like- 
wiſe after his Aſcenſion, when they had received this 
Commiſſion, yea, and that this has been practited e- 
ver ſince, by all the Chriſtian World, (except fome 
Hereticks e, and the Quakers ſince the Year 2650) ſo 
to me it appears, next to a Demonſtration, that they 
muſt have believed, that that Bt which Chriſt in- 
ſtituted, mult be literal, or Mater-Baptiſin. 

I had ſaid, that Chri/# had tranſlated Baptiſn from 
the Fews into his Religion; but this the Anſwerer, p. 


10. calls a ſtrange Aſertion, as if CHriſt, the Author 


of a Religion purely ſpiritual, had been under a Ne- 
ceſſity, either of introducing new Rites and Cercmo- 
nics, or of borrowing old ones fiom the eu. That 
4 * 3 8 ht dad. D oat too ita dt. it... ad 
v-See Bingham's Orig: Ecclefiaſt, Book Xi. ch. 2. Vol. 4. 
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Chriſt's Religion is a b Siritual Religion, none denies ; 
but that there are ſome Things external in it, may be 
caſily prov'd, as this of #/ater-Baprtiſm. And there- 
tore, we do not ſay, that Chriſt was under any Ne- 
ceſſity of introducing this, (for he was not neceſlari- 
ly determined to any thing ;) but as he took it from 
the Jeu, and has adopted it into his Religion, I can 
ſee nothing contrary to a ſpirienal Way of Worſhip 
in it: It may be the Anſwerer thinks, that any Thing 
external in Chriſt's Religion, is inconſiſtent with ſþ:- 
ritual Worſhip. Now do we not read, i That Chriſt 
kneel'd down and pray'd? * That St. Peter kneed down 
and pray'd? | And that St. Paul did fo likewiſe? Are 
we not, Rom. xii. 1. exhorted to preſent our Bodies a 
living Sacrifice; And, 1 Cor. vi. 20. to glorify God in 
our L. as well as our Spirits? Now how can all 
this be done, but by external Actions? And may not 
this very properly be call'd a bodily Worſhip? So that 


- tho' we are to worſhip God in Spirir, yet it is not 


exeluſive of bodily Service; and as God is the Maker 
of our Bodies, as well as our Souls, 1o he is to have 
the Worſhip and Honour of both. 

had produced ſome Texts n, to ſhew that there 
was a Baptiſm with Water, practiſed by our Saviour's 
Diſciples, without the Spirit, Ic. but in this thè Au- 


ſſwerer ſays, p. 13. I ſeem to give up my Cauſe; ſince 


it plainly follows, That the Apoſtles, in ſo baptizing, 
acted without a Commiſlion, unleſs I will ſay, That 
Chriſt commiſſioned them to baptixe without the Spi- 
vit, which he ſuppoſes I will not; becauſe I ſay, p. 
23. That there is with the outward Waſhing, an in- 


ward Baptiſm with the Spirit convey'd to us; and 


that no doubt we may be ſaid to be baptized with the 
Holy Ghoſt, when this Rite is duly pertorm'd. 

THAT the Apoſtles had a Commiſſion to baprize, I 
think 1 have given good Reaſons for; and if it appears 
trom theſe Texts, that the Spirit was not conferr'd at 
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thoſe Times by ſuch Bapriſms, the Anſwerer ought to 
have prov'd the contrary: For ſince their Darling 
Tenet is, that there is no other Baptiſm but that of 


wherein the Spirit was not given, we mult neceſlurily 


conclude, that ſuch Baptiſmr were with Vater, and 
conſequently, that H/ater-Baptiſm ought to be prac- 
tiſed. This is all the Anſwer I ſhall return ut prelent 
to this; and as to what the Anſwerer hcre thinks u 
Contradiction, 1 can eaſily account for it, from the 
extraordinity and ordinary Operations of the Spirit, 
which the Quakers ſeem to confound. 
I had ſaid, p. 13. that what Circume ſion was to the 
Jeu, that Baptiſm is to Chriſtians, Here, p. 16. the 
Anſwerer, in order to pervert my Senſe, would again 
fly to a figurative Meaning of Circumeſſion, and cites 
Rom. ii. 29. Now I was there making a Compariſon 


between Circumciſion and Baphſm, as initiating into ⁊ c 


the Fewiſh and Chriſtian Church : I would falf* as 
then, what Foundation there was here for allegorizing 
Circumciſion, or underitanding it with Relation to the 
Heart? Circumciſion, it is certain, was practiſed by 
the Fews in the very Letter of it; and that was all the 
Uſe I intended to make of it, and to ſhew that Bap- 
ziſm ſucceeded in its Place, as a Rite of Admiſſion into 
the Chriſtian Church. But the Anſwerer would inli- 
nuate, as far as apprehend, that I was ſtill for aſſert- 
ing a literal Circumciſiun under the Goſpel, when nci- 
ther the Place, nor. the Scope of my Diſcourſe, at- 
forded the leaſt Grounds for it. 

As, in the next Place, he adds, p. 17. that I have 
miſapply'd that Paſſage in Eph. ii. 12. that whaever is 
not baptized, muſt needs be a Stranger to the Covenant 
of Promiſe. And does not St. Paul take the Words in 
this very Senſe? For is he not in that Chapter treating 
of what the Gentiles were by Nature, and reckons up 
the many Miſeries they labour'd under, in that wretch- 
ed State, before they were converted and baptized? 
"That they were without Chriſt, being Aliens from the 
Commonwealth of Iſrael, = Strangers from the Cove- 


2 : aants 


my » e 


the Spirit, and that the Scripture mentions others 


30 | 
nauts of Promiſe, having uo Hope, aud without God 
in the Warld? N . I! there hete of the 
Promile vt the Father, concerning the Gift of the Holy 

dts, Gh/t, which he would apply it, to? and which is never 

427.29 called in Sctipture the Cavenant of Promiſe Are there 
no Lromiſes ju Scripture but what mull relate to the 
lending of the Spirit? Surely there are® Ang, there- 

Words 
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4 fore, as | had taken the Apoſtle's in 4 Senſe 
3 applicable enough to what I was treating about, the 
Anſw-rer had no Foundation to take them in his own 


Senſe, and to milapply them, as he has Pore. 
I had produced, p. 14. the Inſtance of Philip's ba 
tizing the zunnuch, to prove Hater-Battiſm; but this, 
the Anſwerer lays, p. 18, proves nothing, ſince that was 
done at the Eunuch Inftun'e, and not by Chrift's Com- 
miſſion. Now ]ct us conſider this ſhort Hiltary, and 
we can't but conclude, that it muſt have been done in 
Purtuance of, and ugrecable to e briſt's Commillion. 
For, tirſt, Ph:lip was commanded by the Sp:riz to go 
to that &4#uch :; Secondly, he N N the Part of 
Iſnab he was 1cading, of eſs Chriſt: Thirdly, he 
| from thence preached e, to him, ac iuſtructed him 
in the Chri/li:an Religion:  Fourthly, the Euzuch dev 
fires Baptiſm of tim, upon the Sight of Hater ; Fitthly, 
| Philip lays, it he believed in 1 Chriſt, he might be 
: baptized; Sixthly, upon probe fling bis Faith iu him 
| he baplided hin: And, lailly, upon his being baptized, 
| he proceeded in lid Journey with great Joy. Now 
take all theſe Circumſtances together, and it muſt 
| plainly appear, that Philtp, in this Cale, acted ſolely 
| by Cris Commilion, or agrecuble to his Inſtitu— 
tion; and that there was no other Motive ſway'd him 
| Jn this Particular, to e this Eunuch, but that; for 
| there js no doubt, when PVL ex ounded the Pro- 
0 het, and preached J ta him, he he mentioned 
| B pj as a necetiary Condition ot bis being a Chri» 
| ſtraw; tor how ſiguld he otherwiſe put Phlrp in mind 
of it, when ge r app-arcd, it he had not done fo ? 
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For fuppeſing this Euuncbh to have been a Gentile, at 

Euſvhins intimates o, then for what End ſhould he deſire 

Baptiſm of _ who was of a differcnt Religion 
or 


f from himſclf : tho' the Gentiles had ſome ſach 
7 kind of Rite v, they initiatg@ their Diſciples by it into 
the Secrets of Mythra, yet however this was all per» 
form'd among themſelves by Prieſts of their own, they 
thinking a great Prophanation of ſuch Rites for any 

others to be coneern'd in them. Now what ſhould 
induce*this Exnech to ſeek Baptiſm from a Chriſtian 
Evangeliſt, if it had not bi a neceſſary Introduction, 

or Entrance, into the Chriſtian Religion? Why ſhould 

he ſuffer himſelf to be waſt'd by an Alien, if he was 

to have continued a Gentile? for he would have look'd 
upon it rather as a Prophanation of ſuch a Ceremony 
but now as by his own Deſire he ſubmitted to be 4ap- 
tig ed by Phrlip, and was thereby, without all doubt, 
made a Chriſttan; ſo we may very reatonably infer, 
by this Inſtance, the Neceſſity of H ater-Baptiſin. Or 
it this Enwach was a Proſelyte of the Covenant, as is 
ſuppoſed, by his coming to Jeruſalem to worſhip, and 
by his reading the 0% Teſtament, then Baptiſm muſt 
have attended his Proſelytiſm; why would he then 
have deſired to have it 1 — it he could have been 
a Chriſtian without it ? hy would he have asked 
Philip to perform it, if it had not been neceſlary to 
have been done? Nay, why docs 14% % make Faich 
2 neceſlary Condition of it, as it is in all Perſons of 
= Years, it to believe was not as neceſfiry as to 

e baptized? (as Chriſt ſays it is, Mark xvi. 16.) And, 

laltly, why is this Exch fo full of Joy and Glad- 
nels, upon his receiving Baptiſm, it he was not made 
ſenlible of the great Happineſs of it, and the many 
Privileges it inſtated itn in? All this confider'd, will 


— 
* 


® J. 2. 6. l. P Joa que ue res ſacramentorum di. 
vinorum, idolarum myſter::s diabolus emulatur, Tineit & ipſe 
noſ dam utiqus credentes & / deles ſuos, eæpoſitio nem deliftorum 
— lavacro net & ji ade memiui, Mythra fienat 

iilic in frontibus milites ſuos. Tertul. de Præſerip. cap. 40. 
any 


* LIN 


( 22 ] 

any Man ſay, that this was done 3 upon the F#- 
nnch's Requeſt, without any farther Intention in ic? 
but rather, as Chr:/# commanded /#ater-Biptiſm, fo 
Philip, in Obedience to that Command, performed it. 
But, to argue this Matterea little tarther, can we (up- 
poſe, that, by the Command of the Spirit, Philip join'd 
himſelf to this Chariot on no other View, than to % 
a proſelyted Few at his Requeſt? Is God's Spirit em- 

loy'd on ſuch frivolous Errands? or are Evange- 


liſts ſent to do ſuch low unneceſſary Agtions® when 


God's Spirit is employ'd® It muſt be tome Deſign 
worthy of his Care and Concern ; and Fhen a Mini- 
ſter Extraordinary is intereſted towards the accom- 
liſhing of that Deſign, there muſt be ſomething of 
Importance to be done; and therefore, it we may be- 
lieve the Alex.mdrjan Copy (for which ſee Dr. M. ii in 
Joc) the Holy Ghoſt tell upon this Eunuch, by which 
he was made the Apoſtle of the Athmpranca, and au- 
thoriz'd to preach to, and convert them, which was a 
Thing highly worthy of God's Care and Providen-e. 
NEXT to this, I had cited St. Peter's baptizing Car- 
nelius and his Company; but to this, the Azſwerer 
replies, p. 18. Hirſt, that this no mare infers the Ne- 
ceſſity of Mater-Baptiſin, than St. Paul's circumciling 
Timothy infers the Neceſſity of Circumciſion; and, 
Secondly, that St. Peter was not ſent to baptize Core 
nclius with Water, but to preach the * to him. 
As to the f:r/# of theſe, it is plain that St. Paul had no 


Command to circumciſe Timothy, as St. Peter had to 


daptize Cornelius, for he was to baptize all Proſelytes 
to Chriſtianity: Seconaly, this Circumciſion is ſaid to 
be done becauſe of the Fews in thoſe Quarterss; and 
therefore, it may reaſonably be interpreted as an Act 
of Prudence in St. Paul, and not of Neceſſity; for as 
St. Pau himſelf became all Things to all Men, that he 
might gain ſome; ſo he might circumciſe Timothy, the 
better to gain the Fews in thoſe Quarters, ſeeing many 
of them refuſed to liſten to an uncircumciſed Gentile, 
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or to be prevailed upon by his Miniſtry. St. Paul, 
we know, did not circumciſe Titus, and gives a Rea- 
ſon for it*, (viz.) becauſe of ſome falſe Brethren (i. e.) 
fly Fews, who came to py out their Liberty, or Free- 
dom, from the Few: Yoke. Now as for prudential” 
Reaſons he omitted the one, ſo for the ſame Reaſons 
he did the other; and therefore, this infers no Neceſ- 
ſity in St. Paul either Way: Nay, there want not ſome 
who think St. Pax as faulty, on the one hand, for cir- 
cumciſing Timothy, as St. Peter was for eating with 
the Gentiles u. So that the Example of St. Paul, I 
think, will do the Anſwerer no Service for what he 
brings it. But as to St. Peter, he, in this Caſe, along 
with his Commiſſion, received a Command to baptize 
all Proſelyzes ; and, therefore, did not out of any Ad 
of Prudence baptize Cornelius, but purely in Obedience 
to a poſitive Injunction, given him along with the reſt 
of the Apoſtles. - 

Bur the Anſwerer ſays, He did it in Compliance 
with the Jews, and to pleaſe them, becauſe they had been 
uſed ſo much to ſuch Baptiſms or Waſhings. I do not 
indeed deny, but that the Apoltles at firſt were very 
tender and forbearing with reſpect to the Moſarck Rites, 
and might be indulging in ſome Meaſure to their Bre- 
thren the Fews concerning them; but can we imagine 
they would go into ſuch Compliances with them, as 
would confirm them in their own Cuſtoms to the 
Prejudice of Chr:ſt:anity? We find St. Peter's Com- 
pliance (betore mention'd) in a Matter of leſs Con- 
ſequence reproved by St. Paul, and ſure he would 
have been more blameable in this Caſe, if inſtead of a 
Chriſtian Baptiſm he had us'd only a Fewifh Waſhing. * 
But ſince the Anſwerer lays a great Streſs in this 
Affair upon St. Peter's Compliance with the Fews, in 
order to pleaſe them, let us conſider whether any 
Jeus were there preſent: For as to Cornelius's Com- 
pany, it is reaſonable to believe that they were Gen- 
tiles, ſeeing he himſelf was one. Now between the 
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, they were Chriſtians, proſelyted from Fxdayſm, being 
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all, 
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Gentiles and eus, there was no ſuch great liking dr 


each others religious Cuſtoms, as that the one ſhou'd 


comply with the other in them, or approve of therm. 
And as to St. Peter's Company, it is to be preſumed 


call'd / 23, Brethren, and y 45, try of the Ciremma- 
ciſiun. Now tho' they had retain'd ſome liking to their 
Fewiſh M aſbings, atter they had been baptized into 
Chriſt, yet one would think it could never be to pleaſe 
them, who had a peculiar Bæptiſin of their own; and 
it is plain, this muſt have been a Chriſtian Baptiſm, 
when 48, they were baptized in the Name of tht 
Lord, which could not- but be a very great. Offence 
to the Jeu. And laſt of all, the A»ſwerer ſays, that 
the Words of St. Peter are to be underſtood by Way 
of Queltion, Can any Mam forbid Water? Now here 
is the Figure Meieſis, where much leſs is expreſt'd, 
than is intended; and the Words put in this Form, 
imply a more vehement Negation, (i. e.) Water is by 
no Means to be deny'd, as when it is ſaid, Rom. vi. 
21. What Fruit had you in thoſe Things, whereof ye are 
now —_ The meaning is, ye had no Fruit at 

they were of no manner of Advantage to you; 
ſo that the interrogative Way ot St. Peter's ſpeaking, 
docs interpretatively ſignify, that Mater could by no 
Means be deny'd, but rather that it was immediately 
to be brought, that Corwelrns and his Company might 
be baptized, 

SECONDLY, the Anſwerer ſays, St. Peter was not 
ſent to baptize Cornelius, but to preach the Goſpel to 
him. Now will the A»/werer ſay, that St. Peter was 
not ſent for to make Cornelius a Chriſtian? And if he 
was, and actually became ſo, then St. Peter's preach- 
ing was only previous to the others Bapriſm, (i. e.) 
he was, as all adult Perſons are, firſt inſtructed in 
the Chriſtian Religion, and then admitted into it by 
Baptiſin; and therefore having before prov'd, thut Cor+ 
uclius was baptiz'd, I have no Controverly with the 
Anſwerer about his preaching, when it was to be in 
— to Bu. we that was the common —_— a 
to Perlons ot grown Y cars. . 397 
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Bor the Anſwerer ſays, p. 21. That Peter makes no 
mention in this Account of his Commiſſion of Baptizing, 
but of Preaching the Goſpel; and indeed the imperative 

i force ef Chrilt's Precept, Matt. xxviii. 19. is placed up- 
N on the Words, Go, teach; the Word baptizing is ub 
N otherwiſe imperative, than as it has Relation to teach. 
Now it is manifeſt that Peter, with reſpect to Cornelius 
and his Friends, had fully perſorm'd the Commiſſion of 
Chriſt; before he commanded them to be baptized with 
Water; for, according to Chriſt's Precept, he taugbt 
baptizing. 

ow in reply to this, I may ſay, Did the Apoſtles 
when they made any Converts, lay open the whole 
of their Commiſſion? Did they acquaint People with 
all that Chriſt gave them in Charge to do? If not, 
then their mentioning only one Part of: their Com- 
miſſion, (as St. Peter does here, J 42.) does not 
make that Part the whole, but that they both might, 
and did exerciſe other Parts of their Commiſſion at 
proper Times, and on worthy Objects; and therefore 
as they had a Commiſſion to baprize, as well as to 
? reach, tho' St. Peter does not mention the former, 
'Y bd ut the latter in this Affair; yet in the liſue gf p- 6 
| tizing Cornelius, it plainly proves, that to bapiize was 

as much in his Commiſſion as to preach, 

BUT, ſays he, the imperative Force of Chriſt's Pre- 
cept, Matt. xxviii. 19. ts placed upon the H'ords, Go, 
teach. | 

As to the firſt of theſe, Go, he has been led by our 

| Tranſlation to 2 that it is in the Original a Verb 
| in the imperative Mood, as well as Teach. But the 
Greek, cloſely render'd, would run thus, Hees) 
Ty, &c. Going, therefore, teach ye all Nations, — 
them, &c. And our '1'ranſlator might as juſtly (ac- 
cording to his own Interpretation of ywe9u70v7 als) 
have made an imperative of garliceslie, as Of we- 
wobtilee, in this Manner, Go, therefore, teach all 
ations, and baptize them, &c. And then the inpe- 
rative Force, as he terms it, will be placed upon all 
the three Words, and his uu Obſervation will ap- 


pear 


| { 26" ] 

pear to have no Force. Bur if his Meaning be, that 
the Word Teach is the only Verb in the Sentence 
which is in the imperative Mood, we grant it: Yet 
{till it doth not follow, that the Participles Baptixin 
and Teaching have no imperative Force: Nay, tor this 
Reaſon they are imperative, becauſe they are govern'd 
by that Verb: For the imperative Force of a Precept 
lieth not in one fingle Word of that Precept, bur is 
to be extended to all the Words of it; otherwiſe, how 
could they be properly Parts of the Precept? 
Bur he adds, Baptizing i, 20 otherwiſe imperative, 
than as it hath Relation to teach: In which Sentence 
he deſtroys what he had 'advanced in the former ; for 
he allows to battizing all that imperative force which 
we contend for, viz. the Force of a Participle go- 
vern'd by a Verb in the imperative; and all the fol- 
lowing Words partake too of the ſame Force, and 
are equally Parts of the Precept or Cotnmiſſion. 

Bur farther, if poby]woaſe be render'd more pro- 
perly, by - diſciple all Nations (as is ſhewn, towards 
the End of this Diſcourſe, that it ought to be) it will 


be found zo include, as well as to govern the followin 


* Participles fanlitey'ss Nd Aus, as the Modes of 
it. In this Senſe, Make Diſciples of all Nations, by bap- 
 tizing them, & c. and teaching them, &c. Shoulda Kin 
ſay to his General, or Commander in Chief, Go raiſe 
an Army in the neighbouring Countries, emiſting Sol- 
diers, and teaching them Dilcipline; would any one 
fay that the imperative Force of this Command did 
not extend to exliſting and diſciplining the Men, de- 
cauſe the Words ran not in the 19peratire Mood ? Or 
if it ſhould be ſaid, that they were no otherwiſe impe- 
rative, than as they had Relation to the raifing of an 
Army, would not that be allowing them to be impe- 
rative to all Intents and Purpoſes ; ſince the Relation 
of the Parts of the Commiſſion is ſo intimate as to 
make but one Command, and the Connexion of them 
To cloſe as not to be ſeparated? And this -Conftruc- 
tion of nah- edαν, quite overthrows this Mriter's Ob- 
ſervation, which he has given us by Way of Note at 
” the 


| 
| 
| 


. ü! — a A EE In * _ 


271 
the Foot of Page 21. where he remarks the impera- 

tive Force. | 
To proceed: His next Words are, Now is mani- 
Feſt that Peter, with reſpect to Cornelius and his friend,, 
had fully performed the Commiſſion of Chriſt, before he 
. commanded them to be baptized with Water. How ſo? 
For, ſays he, according to Chriſt's Precept, he taught 
baptizing, Baptizing, then, is Part of the Precept. 
But how doth this Reaſon ſuit with this Author's Sen- 
timents in other Places? He ſhould rather have ſaid, 
to be conſiſtent with himſelf, that Peter baptixed 
teaching; for he tells us this was Baptiſm with 
the Holy Ghoſt : And Baptiſm with the Holy Ghoſt 
(by his own Account of the Matter, p. 6.) ig that 
 Goſpel-Baptiſm which Chriſt commiſſion d his Diſciples, 
thro' their Preaching, to adminiſter, Matt. xxviii. 19. 
Now if their Commiſſion was 20 baptize (as he there 
ſaith) then teaching was only the Mode of it, and was 


uo other ways imperative (to ule his own Expreſſion) than 


it had Relation to baptizing ; for it was not thro' or 
by Means of Baptixing, that he taught them, but he 
adminiſter d the Goſpel-Baptiſm to them thro', or by 


Means of Preaching, and to, according to this H/ri- | 


zer's Notions, fully perform'd Chr.ſt's Commiſſion. 
HE has another Obſervation a little farther, with 
which he concludes this Point: As then, ſays he, *t:s 
not doubted that Peter did preach to thoſe Gentiles, by 
Virtue of Chriſt's Commiſſion, Matt. xxviii. ſo certainly 
the Baptiſm wh:ch accompany'd his Preaching, muſt be 
the Baptiſin there intended. Now to all this, which 
to him is ſo manifeſt, ſo much beyond doubt, and fo 
certain, let it only be obſerved, that however St. Pe- 
zer's preaching to theſe Gentiles was within his Com- 
miſſion, as recorded in Matt. xxviii. and however a- 
grecably thereunto he acted in doing ſo, yet he went 
and preached to theſe Gentiles by a ſpecial Direction, 
Acts x. 20, 28, 29, 34. and xv. 7. and ſeems not to have 
had thought of, or reſpect to his Commiſſion of mating 
Diſciples by Baptiſm, till the Deſcent of the Holy Ghoſt 


upon theſe Gentiles in extraordinary Gifts, Sc. _ 
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he was ſo far from intending to adminiſter the —_—_— 
of the Holy Gholt ro“ his Preaching (as this Writer 
ſuppoſes him commiſſion'd to do, by Virtue of Chriſt's 
Command in Mit. xxviii.) that, by all the Circum- 
ſtances of this Hliltory, he appeared ſurprized at that 
which happen'd. And it was the UnexpeQedneſs of 
that Favour beſtow'd upon the Geztiles, that occa- 
fioned his calling to Niind the two different Sorts of 
Baptiſm, firſt that of the Holy Ghoſt, promiſed by our 
Lord, Ads i. 5. and next our Lord's Commiſſion for 
Baptizing all Nations, Matt. xxviii He makes evi- 
dent DiitinQion between them both, aud commands 
the latter to be adminilter'd tor this Reaſon, becauſe 
God had been pleas'd, by an unexpected and extraor- 
dinary Favour, to vouchſafe them the Benefit and 
Preroguive of the former. 

AND here it will not, I think, be impertinent to ob- 
ſerve, what the Axſwerer takes Notice of, p. 34. con- 
cerning our Saviour's baprizirg in his Lite-time with 
the Holy Ot; tor becauſe baptizeth is (John l. 33.) 
render'd in the preſent 'I'enſc, he concluges that our 
Saviour did then tze with the Holy Ghoſt, Now 


he that pretends to criticiſe on Scripture, ſhould, me- 


thinks, be better acquainted with the Style of it; for 
the preſent J enle is often. uſed for the future, which 
is to tollow ſoon, as fei, which is of the preſent 
'Tenſe, is uſed for the Meſſiah to come; and beſides, 
he might have ſeen that what he alledges from that 
Text, contradicts John vii. 39. This he ſpake of the Spi- 
rit, which they that belteve on him ſhould receive, for the 
Holy Gboſt was not given, becanſe 'Feſus was not glorified, 
xD ſince the Auſwerer makes Preaching the ſole 
Commiſſion given by Chriſt to his Apoſtles, and cites, 
p. S. and 21. Paul's not being ſent to baptize, but to 
preach the Goſpel, it will not, I think, be impertinent 
here to conſider that Point. Now the Anſwerer grants, 
p. S. that Sz. Paul's Comm ſſion was as extenſive as an 
of the other Apoſtles: If they then, as 1 have oved, 
had a Commifſion to baptize with Water, then it will 


follow, that this was contained in St. Bays Commil- 


a vide D Hawiond wn Al . 27, Sauen cn 
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| fon alſo. And that he himſelf did baptize with Water 
he himſelf confeſſes *, in the Inſtances of o_ an 
Gaixs, and the Houſhold of Szephanas. Now theſe the 
xakers underſtand literally of Water-Baptiſm: If then 
St. Paul made uſe of this Rite, in theſe Inſtances, and 
had it not in his Commiſſion to do ſo, then ſure he 
muſt have done an illegal Thing in the doing of it. 
But let any Man conſider St. Paul's Words, and the 
Occaſion on which they were utter'd, and they will 
— ſee, that they are only a comparative Way of 
peaking, and the Meaning of them muſt be, that he 
was not ſent ſo much to baptize, as to preach; that 
his Time, and Labours, were not ſo much to be em- 
ore in performing this Rite (which might as Well 
done by other iMrior Miniſters) as by S_ 
| to convert the Infidel World. For St. Paul was the 
| Apoſtle of the Gentiles, and was to lay himſelf out in 
the Buſineſs of —_— Proſelytes ; when, therefore 
| he had made any Number ot ſuch, there never wanted 
either Deacons, or other Eccleſiaſtical Officers, to re- 
ö 


ceive them into the Church by Baptiſm, without tak- 
ing up St. Paul's Time for the doing ot it. And that 
this is the true Meaning of St. Paul's Words, conſider 
but ſome other Places of Scripture which may de pa- 
rallel to to this; Hoſ. vi. 6X1 defired Mercy, aud not 
Sacrifice; Matt. ix. 13. J am not come to call the Righ- 
teous, but Sinners to Repentance; Matt. xv. 24. I am 
mot ſent, but to the Sheep of the Houſe of lirael. Now 
as theſe are all comparative Ways of Spcaking, and 
don't contain an expreſs Negation in them, as if #0 Sa- 
Erifice was to be offer'd, 20 Righteous to be call'd, c. 
ſo are St. Paus Words to be underitood in the fame 
Manner, not as if he had it not in his Commiſſion to of 
baptize (which he actually had and did :) but that he * 
wonld be more ſerviceable to the Church in his preach- | 


* 1 Cor. i. 14.— i. 16, GW, ww 

Y Leſlie of Water-Baptiſm, Sect. 7. Dr. Bennet's Confu- 
tation of Quakeri/m, p. 304. where this is largely con ſider'd. 

More Baptiſms of St, Paul, Acts xvi. 15, 33.—xviii. 8; 
XiX, 5, 
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c ing, than in that Particular, and therefore determin'd | 

to lay Himſelf more out in it. | 
1 Hk Anſwerer ſays, p. 23. that Peter did not take 
Chrilt's Commiſſion literally tv relate to Water Baptilm, 
and a Form of Words to be uſed in the Adiuiniſtration of 
it, is manifeſt, in that he commanaed thoſe Gentiles 10 
be baptized, iu the Name of the Lord, nut in the Name 
of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, | had ſaid, p. g. 
That it was neceſſary the Geiles ſhould be baptized in 
the Name of the Father, Sou, aud Holy Ghoſt ; aud ſo 
Chriſt comm:jJioned his Diſci les to do, Mar. xxviii. 19. 
And therefore, tho? the Anſwerer objects, that Corue- 
lius's Company was not batized with this Form, but 
in the Name o ord, and ſo no ſuch Form was 
practiled, yet we cannot by an Means think the A- 
ied from the Form commanded by Chriſt : 
| tho* ſome are ſaid to be bhptix'd (as 
hcre) in the Name of the Lord, yet it appears (as Dr. 
Sam. Clarke obſerves *, in whoſe Words I ſhall give 
it you) “ That theſe Expreſſions, do by no Means 
„ ſignify, as it any one was to be baptiz'd barely into 
& the Name of Chr:/#, but on the Contrary, that they 
e are an abbreviate Way of Speaking, (ſuch as is e- 
© very Where very uſual in Matters ſuppoſed to be 
& already perfectly well known) to put the Part for 
& the Whole. Bættizing into Jeſus Chrift, was well 
„ known by all Chri/tians, to lignify bapt:2:ing in that 
« Form, which our Lord Fejz#s Chriſt had appointed, 
& (i. e.) in the Name ot the Father, Son, and Holy 
« Ghoit; and wherever Part of this Form is cxpreſs- 
& ed, the whole is always underſtood to be imply'd. / 


W 


« Had it been uſual, according to the Letter of theſe 
« Expreſſions, to bapt:2e Men into the Name of Chriſt 
« only, the Apoſtle cou'd not propeily have asked 
„ thote, who had not yet heard of the {Holy Ghoſt b, 
into what they were pt. ' d? But his Queſtion 


a P.. Claras Sermons, Vol. vi. Serm. 2. p. 50. Dr. Wa- 
terland's Serm. at Lady Afoyer's Lecture, on Matt, xxvüi, 
19. p. 199. Pr. Whitby, on Acls ii. 38. Calvin and Light- 
fea: on the ſame, b Acts xx. 2. 0 
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« ſhould have deen, after what Manner have you been 
« inſtructed? But putting the Quettton in the Manner 


« he docs, If ye axe {znorant of the Holy Gholt, unte 
„ what then were ye baptized? ſhews plainly, that not 


« only in the doEtrinal Inttruct ion of a Chr//tiax, but 


& alſo in the Bapri/m itlelt, there muſt have been men- 
« tion of the Holy Ghoſt, notwithſtanding that abbre- 
« viate Manner of Speaking, wherein they are laid 


« only to have been baptized in the Name of the Lord 


« Jeſus, in Contradiſtinction to Fohn's Baptiſm. And 
« from hence alſo it appears farther, what was then 
«-underſtood by theſe Words in the Form of Baptiſin, 
« and of the Holy Ghoſt, or in the Name of the Holy 
« Ghoſt, viz. that the Perſon, as he was baptized into 
« the Knowledge of God, and into the Truth of Cyriſt, 
« fo he was 8 alſo into the Expectation of the 
« Gifts of the Holy Ghoſt, whether they were extraor- 
« dinary, or ordinary. 

WIA the Azſwerer fays, p. 29. is a mere Quibble: 
For tho* Baptiſm with Water, and Baptiſm with the 
Holy Ghoſt, may be two different Things, yet Chriſt 
may be, and was the Author, or Inſtitutor of both; 
and therefore his Inference, that becauſe Baptiſin with 


the Holy Ghoſ# was Chriſt's Baptiſm, or did proceed 


from Chriſt, Baptiſm with Wer therefore, which he 
would make another Bapziſiz, could not proceed from 
him too, is unconcluſive. Baptiſm with the Holy Gho 

is taken in a figurative Senſe, and Baptiſm with Ma- 


parity proceed from the ſame Author? Is it in conſiſt- 
ent for a Perſon to be wa d with Water, and to be 
endow*'d with the ordinary and extraordinary Gifts of 
the Holy Ghoſt? Let the Anſwerer ſhew any Abſurdity 
in this if he can: So that his arguing, that becauſe 
Baptiſm with the Holy Ghoſt is Chriſts Baptiſm (which, 
by the way, is an unſcriptural Term, and only, I think, 


invented rather to amuſe than any thing elſe) therefore 


Baptiſm with Water is not; ſince the one is ig urative 
and the other /:zeral, is juſt as it he ſhould argue, that 
becauſe it is ſaid in Scripture, The Soul that * - 
N hall 


zer in a literal: Now may not Things of ſuch Diſ- 
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ſhall die e, (which is a figurative Expreſſion) therefore 
the Body, taken literally, ſhall never do ſo. 

Now, by what | have ſaid here, I don't mean that 
there are two Baptiſms (viz.) Baptiſm with the Holy 
Ghoſt, and Baptiſm with Mater, for we know there is 
but one Baptiſn which Chriſt inſtituted e; but this I 
ſay, that the outward Baptiſm with Water, and the in- 


ward Bapt:ſm with the Spirit, make only one Baptiſm ;. 


as the outward viſible Part, the Body, and the inward 
viſible Part, the Soul, make only one Man; which is 
agreeable to the Doctrine of our Church, which makes 
Baptiſm to conſiſt of an out ward viible Sign, and an 
in ward ſpiritual Grace. 
HAvix now diſpatched ſeveral Cavils of the Au- 
ſwerer, but whether ſufficiently anſwer'd, is left to the 
Judgment of the Reader; 1 proceed to a main Thing 
in Ditterence between us, which is, Baptiſm with the 
the Holy Ghoſt, which he begins to treat of, p. 29. 
Now I think we are to make a Diſtinction between 
the extraordinary and ordinary Giſts of the Holy Ghoſt, 
which the Anſwerer ſeems to contound : The ordinary 
Gifts, then, we believe to be the univerſal Privilege of 
all true Believers, and are given them in Mater-Baptiſm; 
but as to the extraordinary Gifts, they were not ſo 
but were peculiar to the firſt Ages of Chriſtianity, an 
ſeem to be now wholly ceaſed. It is vpon this then, 
I think, the Error of the Qzakers turns; for thoſe Texts, 


which have an immediate Relation to the extraordinary 


Gifts of the Spirit, in which the Baptiſm with the 
Holy Ghoſt is contain'd, they would apply to all Be- 
lievers in general. Whereas it is plain, in Fact, that 


though there were ſome Numbers endow'd with theſe 


extraordinary Gifts, yet that all Believers were not 
ſo. Now lct us conſider the Texts the Anſwerer brings 


to ſupport his Doctrine. He grants that, As i. 5. 


Te ſoall be baptized with the Holy Ghoſt not many Days 


hence, did refer to the Deſcent of the Holy Ghoſt on 


the Diſciples in the Day of Pentecoſt; but that the 


0 Exel. xviii. 4. d Eph. iv. 5. © Matt. * 19. 
ords 


| 
: 
| 
: 
* 


| TI a | 
Words of John Barcift, Matt. iii. tt. He ſhall baptize = 
ox with the Holy Ghojt and with Fire, are to be re- | 1 
| rp to the ſ:me Deſcent. he denies ; becauſe, lays he, 1 
is Hords muſt neceſſarily relate to theſe Perſons to whom {| | 
be ſpake them, who were Phariſees, Saddacees, & and J 
a mix d Multitude of all Sorts of People, unto all whom 
he ſaid, | indeed baptize you with Water unto R-pent- 
ance; but he that coineth atter me, is magier than I, 
Whole Shoes I am not wortuy to beat: He fhall bap- 
tize you with the Holy Ghoſt, and with Fire. | 
| Now to ſhew that the Azſwerer is here miſtaken, 
I will firſt ſhew, that the Prediction of Job», Matt. iii. 
11. and the fulfilling of it, Ads i. 5. had both reipect 
to the extraordinary Giits of the Holy Ghoſt; and 
then, ſecondly, that theſe extraordinary Gifts were not 
| common to all true Believers. | | 
| FixsT, I think this will appear very plain, if we Nt 
conſider what it is to be bapt:zed with the Holy Ghoſt. \\ 
The Texts in the Goſpel, and Ads, mentioning this, | 
do all refer to one and the ſame Thing, tho' the Aa- 
ſwerer ſays not: If, therefore, any one or more of 
them prove, that to be baptized with the Holy Ghoſt 
ſignifies the extraordinary Gifts of the Holy Ghoſt, then 
the others muſt be taken in the fame Senſe too. In | 


Matt. iii. 11. it is ſaid of Chriſt, He ſpali baptixe you 
with the Holy Ghoſt, and with fire; Mark i. 8. He 
ſpall baptize with the Holy Ghoſt; Luke iii. 16. He me 
ſhall baptize with the Holy Ghoſt, aud with Fire; John 413 
i. 33. The ſame is he which baptizeth with the Holy | 
Gboſt. Now, in two of theſe Places, the Holy Ghoft 
is only mentioned, and in two others of them, Fire 
is taken in, as a conſtituent Part of the Baptiſm with 
the Holy Ghoſt: According then to an uſual Way of 
interpreting .Scripture, the Senſe or Meaning of any 
Text is to be drawn from that which is more full and 
expreſſive, rather than from that where ſomething is 
left out, and conſequently is leſs ſo; and. tt ere- = 
fore, as to be baprized with the Holy Ghoſt, and with ' 
Fire, is more full and comprehenſive, than where 
Fire is left out, ſo . Baptiſm aniwers to 


that, 


that, muſt be the true Accompliſhment of John's Pre- 
diction. | 3 ind 
Now let us ſee how this Prophecy was fulfilled. 
Our Saviour, then, atter his Relürrection, being aſ- 
ſembled with his Apoltles, commanded them that th 


? * 


ſhould not depart from Jeruſalem, but wait far. the Pro- 
miſe of the Father, which, ſaitn he, ye have heard 1 
me. bor John truly 1 with Mater; but ye ſha 

be baptized with the Holy Ghoſt, not many Days hence f. 
And when the Day of Pentecoſt was fully come, (which 
was but a few Days after) zhey were al with due Ac- 
cord in one Place. And ſuddenly there came Sound fro 

Heaven, as of a mighty ruſhmg Wind, aud ii lied al 
the Houſe where they were ſitting. And there ap- 


peared unto them cloven Tongues, like as of Fi 7 and 
it ſat upon each of them: And they were, all filled 


with the Holy Ghoſt, and, began to ſpeak with other 
— TR 7 ©. „ 3 

ow that 838 Prediction had an imme- 
diate Relation to this Event, 1 think ſeems to be very 
plain; for our Saviour himſelf repeating, that Prophe- 
cy, tells his Apoſtles, that in a tew Days it ſhould bg 
verity'd upon them: And. tho“ he does not mentiot 
Fire (as jome of the Evangelilis had likewiſe omit- 
ed it) yet, As he refers to. it, by repeating a Part of 
John's Weds, and telling them it ſhauld gon be ac- 
complithed in them, as it way in miraculous Gifts, and 


., 


cloren Tongues, &c. nothing can be more evident (if 


Chriſt under ſtood what he ſaid) than that. they, had an 
immediate Relation to each other. 5 ; 

 AxD*to ſhew further that they had, when St. Peter 
gave an Account why he went unto thoſe who were 
uncircumciſed b, and that after his preaching to them, 
the Holy Ghoſt fell on them in miraculous Gifts, as he 
did on the Apoſtles themſelves, he applies the Pre- 
dition ot John to this Event, i Then remember'd I the 
Mord of the Lord, how that he ſaid, John baptized with, 


1 . ab 7 ; Ty . 


5 Acts xi. | i Matth. ili. * . 
a 44 c Co 2 as of. Aer j: ater, 
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eee 


(1) 


Mater, ba ye "ſhall be bavtized with the Hoi Ghoſt, 
Fving e K. . 0 wa Gi os he did to us. : 
NI 


Aub beſides, this Lire, as well as the Holy Gho/F, was 
Eompretieded i in chat Baptiſm which John propnely'd 
of. Now 17 „ whatever Baptiſm comprehends 


| 15294 in ſt, ab as the Ap rance of Hire accompanying 


Here K 32 ſee clover Ton wes as oi Hire, — 
ed int 114 which the Apoſt tles received; 
tho' perhaps it was not Al material Hire, * — 


iy Ln ad a flaming Appearance; yet as ſomething 

like 2 ire, w Ti along Ah it, the Pro- 

oh pheef « Aud * Uing of it, like ws Tallies, exactly 
er one ahdther. ! 

f nis then I think being made clear, the next Thing 

Will be to ae what Were the le, a Conley 

dences 0 EE baptized du wp the Holy ſt: Now 

e Place referr” bo * at the by began to 

2 with other es K*; and ſodiverſity'd Nan their 


peech, that tho” there were about ſeventeen Nations; 

6r b Aerent Inhabitänts of all theſe ſeveral Nations, 
allettibled together, yet i Non heard tnem ſpeak 
ſn his on 'Laifiguage ; yea, St. Peter, in Vindicati- 
dw bf hi:nſelf, A the Jon. of — Apo/lles,, fro n the 
Hi ana, 07 Driiakeineſs, tells the 8 that 
is extraGrdii nary Effed of the Holy Ghoſt, was only 
an Accompliſtiment of Foes Prophecy !, that was to 
be tulfilled in the Days of the we iar, Ads ii. 17, 18. 


Aud it [Ball come to paſs. in the 1 iſt Days, (ſaith God) 
IT will dur out Sir on all Fleſh, and your Sons aud 
your gig} Proph- Jy and your young Men 
Walt fre f e | ifions, and your 1% l en hall dream Orea ut, 


&c. e o my Servants, and on my Hand-maideus I 
will por 1 in thoſe Days my Spirit, aud they ſhall 
Prophe 5. And in the Caſe of Cornelius and his Com- 
pany a, we find that after St. Peter had concluded 
his Sermon to them, e Holy Ghoſt fell on them, and 
en the Gentiles was poured out the Gift of the Holy 
D — — — nm rn mn — 
n 1ij, Sh m Acts u. 44, K 
SS „ . Cann 
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te be an unconteſted Verification of ir; 
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Ghoſt, for they heard them ſpeak with Tongues. Theſe 
two laſt Places, the Anſwerer has cited to prove, that 
Baptiim with the Holy Ghoſt is the common Privilege 
of all Chriſtians: But ſure notuing can be more erro- 
neous; for we find in the Former of theſe, that the 
Effect of pouring out the Spirit on all Fleſh, was 
Prophecy, and Dreams, and /frons ; and in the Latter, 
the ipeaking with Tongzes, (i. e.) divers Languages, 
Now'l would tain know, if all Chriſtians (for we 
do not reſtrain them entirely to the Apoſtles, as the 
| Anſwerer; p. 7. would inſinuate) even in the moſt 
early Times of Chriſtianity, had theſe extraordinary 
Gifts conferr'd upon them: For as St. Pal ſays 3 
Are all Apoſtles? Are all Prophets? Are all Teachers 3 
Are all Workers of Miracles? Have «ll the Gifts of Heal. 
ing? Do all ſpeak with Tongues? Do all Interpret? In- 
timating plainly, that all did not, or were not ſo; 
and it not, then how truly does the Anſwerer apply 
thoſe Texts to all Chrijtiazs in general, which plain» 
ly refer to the extraordinary Gifts of tne Holy Ghoſt? 
With which ſome, in Compariion of the Reſt, were 
but even then meanly endowed, and which are now 
(as tar as we can diſcern) entirely ceaſed. _ And that 
he might ſee that St. Paz? thonght theſe not the n 
valuable Gifts of the Spirit, he bids the Corinthians 
covet the belt Gifts, in Contradiſtinction to/theſe, and. 
ſnew'd them a more excellent Way, which was Cha- 
rity, contain'd in the next Chapter. 
SECONDLY, I proceed to ſhew, that thoſe extraordi- 
nary Gitts of the Spirit, which were the Effect of be- 
ing baptized with the Holy Ghoft, were not common 
to all true Believers ; For tho? great Numbers flock'd 
to John Baptiſt, t n he utter*d his Prediction 
of Chr:/i's baptizing with the Holy Ghoſt, and with 
Fire, Matt. iii. 11. yet we cannot ſuppole, that the 
Word yon, which the Axſwerer there makes of uni- 
verlal Extent, comprehended all there preſent; for 
5, Sc. Jeruſalem and all Judea, and all the Region 
rouud about Jordan, and likewiſe many of the Phariſees 


_—_—_ * 1 323 


— — 


_—_ Ls aa ata) c_y a 1 0 
” J. Cor, Xi}, 29, , I» ho” & 


and 


PP ˙- nnn ůũ . 


„„ 
* 


151 
aud Sadducees came to his Baptiſm, to whom he ſpake 
this Prophecy. | | A 
No ſuch general Expreſſions as theſe, are often 


de ſuppoſed that all the Inhabitants of Jeruſalem, nor 
of Fudea, were there preſent ; for Jeruſalem mult figs. 
nify all that dwelt there, and appears to be at a con- 
fiderable Diſtance from For ian, where Fohn was baps: 
tizing, Where it cannot be ſuppoſed they would alt: 
: "And Fadea, in its narroweſt Senſe, is taken for 
2 Kingdom of Judab, which comprehended the Tribes 
Benjamin and Fudah, almoſt all the South Part of: 
anaan, but in its wideſt Senfe the whole of it o, and 
mult contain ſome Hundred Thouſands of People. 
Neither can we believe, that all that inhabited the 
Coaſt of Jordan, which run thro? ſeveral Tribes, where - 
in great Numbers muſt dwell, came to be baptiz'4+ 
with John's Baptiſm. One Exception we find in this: 
comprehenſive Number, where the Pharifees aud Lau- 
vers rejected the Council of Cod againſt themſelves, bes. 
ing not baptized with, the Baptiſm of: Job v. And; 
therefore, to ſhew you that ſuch Expreſſions are not- 
to be underſtood ſtrictiy, but with Limitation, I ſhall 
give you ſome other Places oſ Scripture, Expreſſed in: 
as large and comprehenſive Terms, and yet arc to be; 
taken with a gooq deal of Reſtriction. In Acts ii. F. 
it is ſaid, There were dwelling at Jeruſalem, Jews, de- 


wout Men, out of mw Nation ander Heaven Nowy 
hat 


do we imagain, t e Jews were then. diſperſed o- 
ver the whole Earth, ſo that ſome of every Country 
were living there? Again, Joel ii. 28. God ſays, he 
would pour ont — all Hen: Now can it be 
ſuppoſed, that the Holy Ghoft was to fall on all Man- 
kind without Exception, as all 'Fews,. Turts, and In- 
fauels, to the End of the World? And again, Fob» iii. 
26. it is ſaid of our Saviour, that he baptized, and all 
Men come to bim: Now we know, that all Men were. 
ſo far from coming to him, that very few of the Jews 


— 
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came 


to be conſtrued with ſome Limitation; for it cannot 
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eatne to his: Baptiſ a. So that, from theſe 
Expreſſions, we cannot conclude the Concourſe 
People was fo great, as the Azſwerer would mike it. 
Bat. however, let it be as it will, we have Reaſon td 
believe the Prophecy which John then utta&r'd-vf ons 


was not tulfi14'd:in them all; for F the one 830 U 
tak en in a quality'd Senſe, then why not the other 
too; and therefore, t10' the Word van, Which the 
Anfwerer ſo much inſiſts upon, be a general Word 
yet it may very reaſonably be reſtrain'd to ent 

„, or to a ckrtaln Number there preſent. Ant wat 
this is arguing n a reaſonable F bundatien, confider 
but the Univei ſality 6 es Prophecy, befbre cireth/ 
concerning the pouring out of the Spirit on all FIem 

and to what ſmall Numbers they were to de relttain- 
ed: For tho' that Prophecy be expreſſed ſn very gehe. 
ral Terms, yer it is very plain in Fact; that R way 
fulfilled only in a few; and therefore, thbugh 765 
Boptiſt directed bis Diſcoutſe to the Whole Mulrſtude 
that came this Busen, yet the Word wa, the“ ge 
neral, might, A8 0 Heb in Foel's Prophecy, höt dn 
fitly de limited te à certain Number, and n6t imper̃ - 


- tinzttty be underſtood ef ſome of every Rank thets 


eſent. 1 3 1 e e ie BA 
Low the Prophecy is this, as apply id by St. Peum *, 
And it ſpall cumè 10 paſs in the laſt Days, (ſuys GοπñMmM I 
will pour out n Spirit au all'F leſs; du your. Sdus au 


your Danghters all Propheſy, ybar young Men bali ſo 


Vifions, and yout old Mex fal. 


4 See like wife Ciloff! i. 23. John Kr. 25. 1 Con- xf. Jo 4. 
7; where ſuch general Expreſſions are uted; yer not ſtrict- nA 


ly true. r Acts ii. 17, hr. * 16,15. 


— — — r 2 2 4 _ . 


£39]. 


endowed, with the Spirit of Prophecy, and would 
have hucb prophertck Dreams, and 7 as the Pro- 
ets under the Old Teſtament had. But ſince we find 

is in Fact not to be true, hut that notwithſtanding 

> UpiyeriaJity ot the Terms of that Prophecy, the 
aordinary Gitts of the Spirit were limited to a 
ew, and that but for three ar four hundred Years af 
der Chriſt, and are now cealcd ; with the lame Parity 
of Realon we may. conclude, that tho” the Bapr:/m 
With the Holy Ghoſt was piomiſed to that mix'd Mul- 


tizude that; came: to, John's Baptiſm, (which: compre» 


hends the extraordinary Gifts of the Ao Ghoſt) and 
was apply'd: but to tome Numbers, as in Fact appear- 
ed atterwards; ſo it was to be limited only to lome 
every 2 of them, and not to be extended to all 
e preient. ; | Ta 
1 2 the Anſwerer ſays further, That: thus pouring 
aut of the, Spirit „ Peter not only applies to what came 
o#u,tbe, Hiſciples at the Dq; of Femtecoſt, but calls it 
the”; ef tbr Holy Ghok ; the Promiſe whereof: he 
Hs % Ala among whom were. Men of every 
— Heaven, was to them. and to their Chile 
ren, and te all that are afar off, even as many as the 
Lord our God ſhall cell. 1 
Now in, Anſwer to this, whoever: conſiders theſe 
Wards, and the Perſons to whom St. Peter is there 
addrefling himſelf, will find that he is not: ſpeaking to 
the. Multitude in general, as the Anſwerer ſays here, 
and p. > but turns his Diſcourſe to the Fews; tor 
after he had acquainted, the ſeyeral Nations there pre- 
ſent, with Foe/'s Prophecy, he, from V az. to Þ 36: 
all along diregs:;his Speech tq his own Country-men z 
Te Men of Iſrael, hear; theſe Hords 5; Men aud Brethren; 
let. all the Houſe of Iſrael kuow, &c. So that what 
t. Peter ſpeaks here, tho? in the ſane Chapter, has 
not, 1 think, any immediate Relation to what came 
upon the Apeſtles at the Day of Pentecoſt; or if it have, 
then (to give you Dr. M bitiy's Words) When it is 


@ uu i. 


« ſaid 


9 

« aid t, Ye ſhall receive the Gifts of the Holy Ghoff, 
« *tis not intended that every one of them upon their 
„ Baptiſm ſhould be endowed with the extraordina 
„ Gifts of Tongaes and Prophecy; tor it is mani 
from the Hiſtory of the Ac, and eſpecially from CF. 
« vi. 3. that he was given only to ſome among t 
4 tho? that was for the Benefit of all. And hence is 
* that Enquiry of St. Paul, 1 Cor. xii. 29, 0. Are all 
„ Prophets? Do all ſpeak with. Tongacs? &c. But the 
„ meaning of St. Peter is, that he ſhould fall upon 
« ſome of all Ranks of them, according to the true 
« Purport of the Words of Joel.“ 13 

O ſuppoſe that St. Peter's Words (to — to your 
Children) ſhould. extend to the lateſt Poſterity, and 
that the Gift of the Holy Cbeſt ſhould: be communi» 
cated to them; will any one ſay, that ſuch exttaordi> 
nary Gifts, as the Apoſtles were endowed with, '(hall 
be transferr'd upon them, when we ſee nothing like 
this among any Sort of Chriſtians Nay, not among 
the Quakers themſelves, who make the higheſt-Pre- 
tenſions to them? All, therefore, that can be meant 
here, by the Gift of the Holy Ghoſt, promi d to the Mui. 
titude and their Children, muſt be the ordinary -Gift 
which accompanies Hater-Baptiſm ; and this all 


Men are endow'd with, and it ſhall be continued to i 


be given to all ſuch, even unto tbe End of the World». 
Nou from what I have obſcrved, I can ſee noth 
the Anſwerer can draw for his Purpoſe; but indeed, 
I think it furniſhes a very good Argument againſt 
him; for you may there plainly ſee, that Baptiſm and 
the Holy Ghoſt are two different Things; for if they 
were one and. the ſame, then the latter would be 3 
neceſſary Conſequence of the-former, which.it mani- 
feſtly is not; and, therefore, ſince it is not, unleſs 
he will allegorize. Bapti/»: here, and / 4r. as in other 
Places he endeavours to do (and then he will make 2 
manifeſt Tautology) it will ſtrongly conclude for 
Vater-Baptiſm againſt him. e 
— — — — 
Act ii. 32. See Dr, Hammond on — 
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Bur further; I can't but obſerve, that if to be 32 
' tZized with the Holy Ghojt, ſignities a being enaow'd 
with the Gitts ot the 10 Ghoſt, and that thele were 
common to all true Believers; then it will follow, 
that the Apoſtles were 6pz:2ed with tie cly Ghoſt 
in our Saviour's Lite-time; tor, no doubt, they were 
true Believers then, and continued to be 1o, wt ilſt 
Chryt itai1 on Earth: Now it Io, they muit have been 
baptized with the Holy Ghoſt even .betore Chri/t*s Aſ- 
cenſion, and conſequently, that Bap with the {Holy 
Ghoſt, which they received after it, muſt have been no 
other than a Rebaprt:2ation: for as they had the Giits 
of the Holy Ghoſt whilit our Saviour lived, which the 
_ affirm to be Baptiſm with the Holy Ghoſt, what 

eceflity was there afterwards to be baptized with it? 
But then, as they were baptized with the Holy Ghoſ# 
after Chri;/t's Alcenſion, notwitiſtanding their having 
the Gifts of the Holy Ghoſt betore; ſo, conſequently, 
we mult neceſſarily conclude, that having the Gift of 
the Holy Ghoſt, and being baptix'd with it, are two 
different 1 hings. . 

Bur, to conclude this Point, it is very obvious to 
obſerve, that Baptiſm with the Holy Ghoſs mult be 
ſome extraordinary | hing, and very different from 
baving the Gift of the Hoiy'Ghoſt.. For tho? all good 
Men under the 0/d Teſtament, had the Spirit in ſome 
Meaſure, and all Prophets under that Diſpenſation, 
had a greater Degree of it, yet we never read that they 
were ever baptized with the Holy Ghoſt; nay, all the 
Baptiſm that Job pretended to, was only the Bap- 
riſe of Repentance; tho he was the immediate Fore- 
runner of Chri/t, and had the Honour of babtig in 
him; tho? he was more than a Prophet (Matt. xi. . 
and greater than any that had gone before him, 
and conſequently muſt have had a preat Meaſure of 
the Sprrit; yet we never read that he was baptized 
with the Holy Ghoſh. What then muſt we think of 
this cxtraordinary Frivilege, this greatult (as I ma 
call it) Vouchſatement of the divine Fa our and Bleſ- 
ſing, which none before * vi our Lord had 

| ever 
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ever poured upon them? Sure we can't reaſonably 
imagine that every Chriſtian has this high Privilege 
conferr'd upon him, or that all Believers have this pe- 
culiar Sort of Baptiſm vouchſafed them. If they think 
they have, let them give the ſame Proofs of it which 
the Apoſtles did, by Miracles, the Gift of Tongues, &c. 
which whillt they can't, tho' they may have the ordi- 
nary Gifts of the Sprr:z, yet they have no Pretenſions 
to the Bapt:ſm with it. 

HavinG, 1 think, clearly proved, that miraculons 
Gitts always accompany'd the Baptiſm with the Holy 
Ghoſt, and that theſe Gifts were not given, or were 
not common, to all true Believers, 1 ſhall make 1ome 
Remarks on what the Anſwerer ſays, p. 33, 34, and 35. 
The Anſwerer niakes a great deal to do about the Fire 
in John's Prophecy, whether it was ſiteral or figura- 
tive? Now ſuppoſe I ſhould ſay it was both, i can 
ſee no Abſurdity in it; for certainly there was a fier 
flaming Appearance, in the Shape of Tongues, whic 
ſate upon each ot the Apoſtles. In this Reipect, the 
Fire was literal, becauſe it was the Object of Sight; 
but if we look upon this Fire as fignificative of any 
thing farther, then in Relation to that it was figurative. 
Beza ſays, it was a Symbol of the Holy Ghoſt; and, I 
think, I may truly add, that as it appear'd in the Shape 
of Tongues, it was fignificative ot the Gift of Tongues, 
with which the ApoſHes were then endow'd, and which 
were the Effect of their being baptix' d with the Holy 
Ghoſt. Now what the Anſwerer would draw from 
hence, is this, that John's Prophecy had Relation on- 
ly to a figurative Hire; and becauſe the Baptmſm of 
the Apoſtles with a literal Fire, or Tongues that had 
a fiery Appearance, would make it a literal Com- 
pletion of the Prophecy (which would deſtroy bis 
Scheme of Baptiſm with the Holy Ghoſt without any 
ſuch fiery Appearance) he would comment it quite 
away: And, tor that Reaſon, he ſays, that two of 
the Evangeli/ts, and our Saviour in reciting this Pro- 
phecy, omit the mentioning of Fire, as if they did ne 
underſtand it of the cloven Tongues as of Fire, in the 
- "Baptiſm 
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Baptiſm with the Holy Ghoſt. But a literal Fire, what- 
ever Figure there was under it, appearing to fit upon 
the Apoſtles, it was a true and unconteſted Verification 
of Fohn's Prophecy. The Anſwerer, beſides what I 
have obſerved, brings but one Text to ſhew that John 
Baptiſt did not uſe the Word Fire literally, but firzuras 
tively, denoting thereby the parifying Virtue of the 
Holy Ghoſt, whoſe ban is in his Hand y, &c. But I 
have ſhewn before, that he is miſtaken in this Text, 
and that it ſignifies quite another thing, and lo is 
nothing to the Purpoſe he brings it for. 

HAvinc now, I think, ſhewn, that by the Baptiſin 
with the Holy Ghoſt, is meant the extraordinary Gitts 
of the Holy Ghoſt, and that theſe were not common 
to all true Believers in the primitive Church, when 1 


many were endow'd with them, much lets are ſo now 


to any at all; I ſhall proceed to conſider what the 
Anſwerer has objected againſt thoſe Texts which I had 
produced for Infant-Baptiſin. | 

Bur here I can't but remark, that the Qzakers are 
for eſpouſing the Error of the Autipædobaptiſts; for fo 
great a Stranger as I t6 their Principles of this Kind, 
that I could not have imagined they had declared againſt 


Infant-Baptiſm, on any other Account, than as it was 


a Conſequence of Hater-Baptiſin. But ſince I find they 
fall in with the Antipædobaptiſts in this Particular, and 
that the Azſwerer has ſaid ſomething (tho' not much 
to the Purpoſe) againit what I have advanced, to- 
wards a Proof of [zfant-Baptiſm, which, if he does 
not profeſs their Tenet, he might, conſiſtent with his 
own Principles, have let alone; it will, I think, be 
expedient to make à direct Reply to what he has 
ſaid againſt thoſe Arguments I had made uſe of with 
Relation to this Subject. And indeed, fo far was I 
from ſpending a Page, to ſhew that I had rather not diſ- 
pute the Point (tor I hope to make good all I then ad- 
vanced) or was for evading it, as the Auſwerer alledges, 
that the ſpending that Page was, to procced more 
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clearly in the Debate, and to ſhew what the Church 
ot E-g4aud held concerning Inf:.mt-Bapriſm, and that 
is, Ihut the Baptilin of young Children is in any wiſe 
to be retained in the Church, as moſt agreeable to the 
Inſtitution of Chriſt :. Indeed, previous to that, I had, 
from the Letter-Mriter, tranicribed what is a Tenet 
of our Church, viz. I hat Doctrines which are not 
contained in Scripture, nor can be proved from then: e, 
ought not to be believed as Articles of Faith. Bit 
have I aſſerted that Iaſunt-Baptiſm is an Article of 
Faith? No: l have only ſaid, that tho” there be no direct 
Proot in Scripture tor it, yet it by good Conſequence 
it can be made out from thence, it is ſufficient tor any 
Perton to yield his Aflent to, or ground his Practice 
upon. But whether my conlcquential Proof will be 
ſo concluſive as zo determine the Anſwerer's, or an 
other, Quaker's ent, I don't pretend to judge: i 
preſcribe to no Man's Faith, nor even practice, any 
tarther than the Scriptures have done it; trom which 
I ſhall argue. 

Jo proceed therefore to, Jufant-Baptiſm, which 1 
had made analogous to, and fuccedx in the Room of 
Cireumeiſion. Now with Relation to this, I had laid, 
p. 27 That as Abraham's Ch:ldren, and their Poſter:ty, 
all enter'd into Covenant with God by Cirenme:fion ; ſo the 
Ch:liren of Chriſtian Parents are outs capable of en- 
tering into Covenant with God now by Baptiſm, But to 
this, the A»ſwerer replys, That tho" God gave ro Abra- 
ham, and his Foſterity, the Covenant of Ciremmeiſion, 
by which they were obliged to circumciſe their Male-Chils 
aren at eig ht Days ola, yet, how Children at that Age 
can enter into Covenant, he ſees not; and then tells us 
what is required towards making, or entering into 
Covenants; wich he lays, Both the Children of the 
Jews and Chu iltians are equally under a natural Incapas 

city to do. | 

Now in Reply to this, I think it will be an Anſwer 
ſyutt cient, it 1 can prove, that tho? the Children, as ſuch, 
— —— — — ——— nmr | 
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ure naturally ineapable of making a Covenant; yet that 
they may oe co.nprehended, or concluded under Co- 
ven mts; For it is plain, that Abraham's Children were 
fo, tor what can tneſe Words import otherwiſe, when 
its zaid a, And my Covenant ſhall be in your Fleſh for an 
everlaſting Covenant? Now, had not all Abraham's 
Children this Covenant in their Fleſh? Were they not 
ſeaſd with the Seal of this Covenant, which was Cir- 
cumciſiun? And therefore, tho? at eight Days old they 
were not capable of underitanding this Covenant, yet 
as tney were by Csreumciſion enter'd into it, they were 
entitled to all the Privileges of it, and as ſoon as they 
Tame to Ape, were to perform their Parts ot it, or 
they could never expect the Bleſſings annexed to it. 
For it is obſerved, * I'nat the Incapacity of the Child 
* to declare, or promiſe for himſelf, was not look'd 
« on as a Bar againit his Reception into the Covenant; 
« but the Deſire ot nis Father to dedicate him to the 
& true God, was accounted available, and ſufficient 
& to juiticy his Admiffion: And the Reaion that's 
« given is this, (v..) Becauſe the Things they were 
« admitted to, were undoubtedly tor their Good; for 
© one may privelege a Perſon, tho' he be incapable 
« of knowing it; but we ought not to di'privelege 
« him, without bis Knowledge and Conſent.” _ 

Bor docs the Anſwerer never read of God's making 

a Covenant with /itile Ones, as well as Perſons o 

rown Tear! Moſes will tell him ſo, Dent. v. 3. The 
1.74 mide not this Covenant with our Fathers, but with 
u, even with ns who are all of us alive this Day. Now 
certainly /iztle Ones were not, by Reaſon of their In- 
capacity, here excluded, for all that were alive, the 
Covenant was made with; and as little Ones were li- 
ving Members ot that Church, as well as great Ones; 
ſo the Covenant was made with them, as well as the 
others. But perhaps the Anſwerer, becauſe little Ones 
are not here expreſſly mentioned, may think they can- 
not be comprenended (tno' to be ſure they muſt) let 
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him therefore turn to Chap. xxix. 10, 11, 12. and he 
will there ſee, that God made a Covenant even with 
little Ones, as well as with others; for little Ones are 
expreſſly mentioned there along with the reſt, and 
with theſe a Covenant was made (tho? it is very likely 
they did-not underſtand it) upon the ſame Terms that 
Wives and Strangers were concluded under. 

Ax this is no other than what is practiſed every 

Day; for Children are velted in Priveleges, and they 
are conveyed to them under Covenants, of which they 
have no explicit Knowledge: Now does this make 
theſe Covenants void? Do the Perſons complain who 
afterwards reap the Advantage of them, that their Con- 
ſent in their Infancy, . they were uncapable of 
conſenting) was not firſt obtained? No ſuch thing; 
for as they enjoy, it may be, great — by them, 
ſo they are willing to perform all ſuch Covenants as 
were made the Conditions of them. 

Now, to come home to the Point, ſince we ſee that 
Children, notwithſtanding their Incapacity, may enter 
into Coveaants, or be concluded by, or under them; is it 
not a natural Conſequence, to draw a Parallel between 
Infaut-Circumciſiun and Iufaut-Baptiſm: God com- 
manded Abraham to circumciſe his Children, and that 
was the Kite by which they enter'd into Covenant 
with him, and were made Partakers of the Bleſſings 
of that Covenaut. Now unleſs you'll make Chriſtian 
Children in a worſe Condition than Few:fa, they ſure 
are Capable of entering into Covenant with God; and 
by that Baptiſm which Chriſt inſtituted, to have all 
the Bleſſings of this New Covenant ſealed to them; 
for, you ſee, that the Incapacity of the Perſon cove- 
nanting, is no Bar to his being concluded under a Co- 
venant; and till ſuch I'ime as he renounces his Bap- 
tiſin, which none but deſperately wicked and prophane 
Perſons will do, he is bound by the Covenant; and if 
he performs the Conditions of it, he will enjoy all 
the Privileges of it, as much as it it had had his ex- 
plicit Conſent, and he had had a molt perfect Know- 
ledge of every Part of it. See Wall's Hiſtory of In- 
jam Baptiſm, p. 25. Tux 


1 

Tux Axſwerer, thinking that he had entirely laid 
aſide the former Argument, triumphs mightily upon it, 
and would make his Readers believe, that l was ſen-⸗ 
ſible of the Irrationality of the Inference 1 had made 
from it, by paſſing on to other Arguments, drawn 
from thole Places, where mention is made ot tome 
Numbers, or Houſholds, which were all baptized toge- 
ther. Now is it not neceſſary, in a Diſpute, when 
one has done with one Argument, to go torward to 
another? And it the firſt Argument was not of Soli- 
dity enough to ſupport the Poſition laid down (which 
I think it is, for any thing the A»ſwerer has brought to 
the contrary) may not other ſubſequent Arguments 
be taken along with it, to put the Matter beyond Que- 
ſtion? And, therefore, having parallell'd /zfant- Bap- 
tiſm with Infant-Circumciſion, the Anſwerer could not 
think I was to ſtop there; but it there were other Ar- 

ments to ſupport, what I had undertaken to prove, 

might reaſonably make uſe of them, which I have 
done; and ſo 1 ſhall paſs on to thoſe Texts, which I 
Cited for Infant · Baptiſm, the Pertinency of which 1 do 
not Queſtion to make appear, notwithſtanding what 
the Anſwerer has ſaid againſt them. 

Now the Firſt of theſe is, the Commiſſion given 
by our Saviour to his Apoſtlesb, to go and make Diſ- 
ciples of all Nations, baptizing them. And this ſure is 
a ſufficient Command for bptizing with Water, which 
the Anſwerer intimates we have not, and conſequent- 
ly is upon the ſame Footing, in this Reſpect, with 
the Few:ſp Circumciſion. For it by Baptiſm there, be 
meant literal, or Hater-Baptiſm, which I have before 
proved; and by all Nations, Children are comprehen- | 
ded with others, as I ſhall make appear anon; then 
what can de a more poſitive Injunction than this for 
Infant-Baptiſin f 

Now the .fr/# Thing that occurs in our Saviour's 
Commiſſion, is the Word yefInjwsa]s, which our Tran 
-ſlators have rendered Teach, but improperly in this 
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Place; for though it may ſigaify fo in one Senſe, 
here it is not fo to be underitood, but the proper Im- 
port of it is to pruſelyte, or make D:ſciples;, and lo 
Beza< (whoſe 1 ranſlation is reckoned a good m 
renders it, by diſcipulos facite, make Diiciples ; an 
ſo our Saviour had underſtood it, when he expreſſes it 
dy elt nabe, he maue Diſciples, The Word de- 
. is derived from na,, which does not fignity a 

eacher or Iuſtructor, but a Deeps or Learner; and 
that from u. dre, to learn, Dr. Wall obſerves e, that 
ahne is a new Word (it never having been uſed in 
an t active Signification betore) made on purpole to 
expreſs the Senſe of the Command given by our Sa- 
viour to his Apoſtles, of proſelyz:ng all Nations to 
his Religion, and that the proper Import of it is, to 
make D:ſciples ; and further lays e, giving a Reaſon why 
our Tranflators expreſs'd this Wo1d by zo teach, that we 
know not ot any one Egli Word that will exactly - 
render it, unleſs we make a new Wotd on purpule, 
(viz.) to diſciple, or proſelyte ; ib that the Argument 
which the Antipedobaptiſts draw from hence, (v..) 
that all Preſelytes are to be taught betore they be baps 
#iz'd, is of no Force; tor if the Word uad does 
not here ſignity to teach, but properly to make Diici- 
ples, then, conſequently, teaching from hence can 
never be inferr'd as a Thing ablolutely neceſlary in 
order to Baptiſm. | 
I own, indeed, that Perſons of grown Years were 
* to be inſtructed, previous to their Bapeiſme, Faith and 
Repentance beiny required ot all ſuch, in order to 
that End; and in this Senſe 1 won't diſpute with the 

Anſwerer, that the Word u. 0, may be 'render'd 
to teach, becauſe ſuch were cupuble Subj. Rs of being 
taught, and thereby to become Lyſciples ; but hows 
ever, in {tri& Propriety (which is what 1 contend for) 
the Meaning of it is, to make Diſciples, which as it 
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Was formerly done of all Ages, young as well as old, 


ſo it may (till (agreeably to the Inſtitution of Chri/t) practise 
be by his Followers. 5 "oY 
His then, I think, being made clear, I ſhall con- 
Kder next, whether Children, Aas well as others, may 
not be comprehended under the Words, Ai! Nations. 
Now ſuch a general Term, a Term of ſuch compre- 
henſive Latitude, ſhould, methinks, include all the /x- 
Ai vidaalt of Nations: But Infants being ſome of thoſe 
Individuals, as well as others, by Conſequence they 
are not to be ſhut out, or excepted, but rather taken 
in, to make up the Aggregate of the Whole. For 
Nations, as Nations, are not to be reſtrain'd to this or 
that particular Sett of People; they don't conſiſt of 
one or more Sorts, in Contradiſtinction to the reſt ; 
but when that general Word is uſed, the whole hu- 
mane Race is to be taken in, the young, as well as 
the old, to be comprehended ; other wiſe, there will 
be a Limitation, or Exception. So that when Crit 
ſent forth his Apoſtles to make Diſciples of / Na- 
tions, their Commiſſion extended to all; Infants were 
not ſhut out more than thoſe of riper Age; which if they 
had been, there would certainly nave been ſome erm 
of Reſtriction in their Commiſion, and they would not 
have had ſuch an unlimited Authority as they had, 
Bur further, let it be conſider'd, that when any Ges- 
tiles were converted to Fadarſm, it was the common 
Practice of the Fews to beptize, as well as circumciſe 
all Infant-Proſelytes along with their Parents: They 
were not, by Reaſon of their /»fancy, excluded from 
theſe — Aitet, but as they were look'd upon to 
be a Part of the Family they belonged to, o they 
were adopted into the ſame Religion long With it. 
Now let us conſider, that our Saviour's Apoſtles were 
all Jews, and it being the Practice of their Nation to 
haptize all Infant-Proſelytes ; when they therefore were 
commiſſioned to baptize all Nations, whether they 
would not underſtand this Commillion to extend to 
Infants, as well as others? For there being no Term 
ot Reltriction in their Commiſſion, it would certain- 
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ly be look'd upon by them, that they were to do to 
Infant what they had formerly done; and ſo when 
they had proſelyzed any Houſbold, to receive them 
along with their Parents and the reſt to Bapr:ſm. 
lx Infants had bueno be excluded from Chri/tran- 
Baptiſm, as they had been us'd to ee ry betore, 
our Saviour would certainly have torbid the Practice 
ot this K tte to them. For when a general Cuſtom 
has obtain'd, and that Cuſtom is perpetuated and en- 
forced by a new Law; ſure, it any are to be excep- 
ted from that Cuſtom, there would of Neceſſity be 
ſome Intimation of it by the new Law-giver : But 
now ſince Iufants are not excepted in this general Law 
of Baptiſm, who were wont to be baprized before; 
fince no Prohibition appears to hinder them from this 
Laver of Regeneration ; there's all. the Reaſon in the 
World to belicve, that our Saviour left them under 
the ſame Circumſtances that he found them; and that 
as they had been uſed to be baptized, when they were 
proſelyted to Judaiſm; ſo they were to be baptized like- 
wiſe, when they were gy, to Chriſttanity, ; 

Bur the Anſwerer has a Remark upon the Word 
Jideoxov]ec, in Chriſt's Commiſſion, which, without 
doubt, ſignifies reaching; and therefore ſays, That this 
Mord is apply'd to the Subjects of Baptiſm, in = wiſe, 
as my beſt Skill in Greek cannot alter it. Now this 
Word being uſed in this Senſe here, it is a plain Proof 
that Aae Ee in the former Part of the Commiſſi- 
on, did not ſignify ſolely to teach, for then there wou'd 
be a groſs Tautology in it (vz.) That the Apoſtles 
were to teach all Nations, teaching them b. But it the 
Anſwerer will vouchſafe to admit the Obſervation of 
a Critick i, on this Place, he ſays, that abs, is 
thus diltinguiſhed from deren: The Former ſigni- 
nes to iuſtruct thoſe who are to be made Diſciples, 
(which I grant, was, and is neceſſary for all Perſons 
ot grown Years) but the Latter ſignifies to teach thoſe 
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who are already made Diſciples; which if fo, as it 
ſeems very probable, 1 envy not the Anſwerer's nice 
Obſervation on A. Art H i,, which will do him no 
Service againſt Infaut-Baptiſim, when it is to be apply'd 
to Perſons after they are baptized; and which ſhews 
likewiſe, that ſome may be made Diſciples before 
teaching; and who are theſe but Infants? 

Tut other Texts, which I had produced for Iafaut- 
Baptiſm, are thoſe concerning * Lydia's, the Faylor's, 
and the Houſhold of Stephanasr's, being baptized. To 
the two Firſt the Anſwerer replies, p. 44. That they 
were inſtructed in order to Baptiſm ; and therefore, In- 
fants not being capable of Inſtrudion, they could not be 
baptized. To the laſt I have anſwer'd, where I have 
conſider'd that Text, where Paul was not ſent to bap- 
tixe, but to preach. But what's all this to the Pur- 
poſe? For it Infants are included in the Chriſtian Co- 
vexant, and are thereby made fit Subjects of Bapt. ſin, 
their not being capable of Inſtruction (which I don't 
affirm) ſignifies nothing. For the Queltion is, when 
whole Families were converted to Chriſttanity, wne- 
ther or no the Children of theſe h amilics, (which was 
uſual among the Fews) were not baptix'd along with 
others of riper Tears? We know they are not capable 
of Inſtruction, but we know they are capable of be- 
ing made Proſelytes; and if ſo, then there is great 
Reaſon to believe, where there were any in Families 
that were proſelyted, they were baptized along with 
that Family. 

Bur the Anſwerer ſays further, That ud rational Ine 
ference can be drawn from theſe kam'ly-Texts, in Favour 
of Infant-Baptiſm ; becauſe it is uncertain whether any Iu- 
fauts were in them or #0. It is true, we have only 
- theſe three Family-Bapriſms mentioned in Scripture ; 
and Children not being particularly mention'd in them, 
we only bring them as Arguments of great Probabi- 
lity for Iufant-Badtiſin 7 ſurely very probable At- 
guments may be inferr'd from;) for if theſe Inſtan es 
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are left us as Precedents of the Apoſtles Practice every 


where (as it is reaſonable to believe) in baptizing 
whole Families that were proſelyted; then ſure, as all 
Families were not without Children (and there might 
as well be ſome in theſe as otherwiſe) ſo where 3 
Family was made Proſelytes, the Cbilaren conſequently 


mult have been comprehended, as 1 have before inti- 


mated. | 
nE next Text that I produced was, 1 Cor. vii. 14. 

For the unbelieving Husband is ſandtify'd by the believ- 

ing Wiſe, and the unbelieving Wife by the Hasband; 


elſe were yaur Children 8 but now are they bolyl. 


All the Reply which the Anſwerer gives to this, is, 
That this Text ſeems to make — me; for if their 
Children were holy, why ſhnald they be baptiz'd ? Which 
is x moſt trifling Evaſion, without conſidering the Scope 
of the Apoitle's or my Argument; and indeed he either 
did ur would not underſtand either of them: For the 
Apoſtle is there arguing the Right that Children had 
to B/ tiſim, who were deſcended but of one Chriſtian 
Parent, and that it was upon Account of their Baptiſm 
they were called holy, Now LI did not fay that C. 
dren were holy by Nature, or that their Natares were 
fandify* a in or by their Brrth (to which Senſe I think 
the Anſwerer would pervert my Argument) and 10 
were not under a Neceſſity to be haptiz'd; but that 
they were either jnherently or relatively holy (it may 


be both) on the Account ot their being pr,; and 


the Argument | us'd, was drawn from their corrupt 
and lintul Original; for being by Nature born in Sin, 


and Chilaren of Math, they were now by Baptiſm be- 


come / and Children of Grace, which otherwiſe 


they won!d not have been. Now what has the Au 


ſwerer ſuid tio impugn this? Has he either ſhewn that 


A 
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of Inf int, where he ſhewe that the Hebrew Word, to make 

| and Dr, Wall's Hiſt, 

of I»fant-Daptiſin, that holy here, ſiynifies to be baptiz'd, 
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Children are holy by Nature? or that they are not made 
C 


holy by Baptiſm: One or both of which he ought to 
have proved; which whilſt he has done neither, the 
Argument drawn from the Holineſs of Children, as an 
Effect of their Baptiſin, remains good againſt him, and 
ſhews plainly that they were baptiz'd. | 

Bur becauſe the A»ſwerer could do — againſt 
the Argument itſelf, he would fain make a Shew of 
—7 * it, and therefore ſays, that 1 have miſinter- 
poems pheſ. ii. 3. which does not ſay born in Sin. 

either did I ſay the Text ſaid ſo (tho? it be true that 
we are all ſon) for theſe Words preceded Children of 
Wrath u, tor which I cited that Text; and if the Printer 
put the Words in a different Letter from the relt, if 
there be a Fault, as I ſee none, he is to a»ſwer for it, 
not l. Well, but the Auſwerer would ſhew, that by 
Nature here, is not to be underſtood a State of I»faxcy, 
but an hahitual Courſe of actual Tra»/zreſiow' wherein 
ſuch had liv'd, in which they were 74% e, eee, 
which, to mend our Tranſlation, he calls Ch:/drer in 


the Nature of Wrath o. But now, to obviate what the 


Anſwerer here remarks, I would ask him what all Man- 
kind are ſince Adam's Fall? Are they by Nutare (with- 


out any covenanted Mercy or Grace) holy, acceptable 


m Pfal. li. 5, n Office of Bapt. 

o If they were to be render'd thus, then the Gree! mujt 
have been Tixye iv TH £50: eee; but the Anſwerer is for 
adding. to the Original. 

Tiara %u „%%%: That theſe Words properly ſignify 
Children of Wrath, is the Opinion of Theodoret, Ce 
©5101 Tiuvel is ir yang, They are warthy of Wrath and the 
laſt Paniſhment, And Suidas, whom all allow to under- 
ſtand the Propriety of the Greek Tongue, having this Place 
before his Eyes, calls it a permanent Nature, and the ver 
worſt Diſpoſition, a daily and evil Habit. See Suicer's Lexi. 
con on uu and guete. And on the Word aver, Leigh, 
in his Critica Sacra, ſays, that it (ignifies the internal Na. 
lities or natural Properties 2 ſrom theſe Principles, and 
quotes Alſted in Theol. Natur. alluding to this Text, for its 


Signification of our Generation or Birth. See Berra in loc, 
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to God, and beloved by bim! Now, if ſo, what Neceſ- 
fity vas was there for 8 to put us on into a 


new State? What for the Holy Spirit to ſandtify and 
renew our Natures, and from a Froneneſs to Sia, to 
turn them the contrary Way? Now if there had not 
been a Neceflity for this, then all theſe Things have 
deen done in vain, which we can't ſuppoſe; and there- 
fore, what David ſays of himſelf, is true of all Man- 
kind, Behold, I was ſbapen in Iniquity, and in Sin did 
my Mother cqucerve me p; and what the Apoſtle ſays 
likewiſe is true, that we are by Nature Children of 
Wrath a; both which our Churcb aſſerts in the Office 
of Baptiſm, and her Catechiſm: So that even in our 
Infant State, by Reaſon of the Corruption of our Na- 
ture, we are liable to God's Diſpleaſure, and deſerve 
his Wrath r, &c. And therefore, how we ſhould be- 
come otherwile holy, than by being admitted into Co- 
tenant with God by Baptiſm, I leave the Anſwerer to 
rove. | | IST 
: WELL ! but what would the Auſwerer make of Chil- 
. dre being in the Nature of Wrath? I profeſs the ſhort 
Line of my Underſtanding can't farhom the Senſe of 
that Propoſition ; and therefore, it muſt either be a No- 
rum ot his own, or Part of the Cabala of the ot 
ters: Both Beza's and the Valzar Tranſlations render 
this Text as our own does, which make the Words 
very conſiſtent and intelligible; but as to the Axſwerer's 
Tran\lation, the Senſe of it is fo intricate, that it re- 
quires a far greater Penetration than mine to untold 
it; for give him the Greek Teſtament to tranſlate, and 
I fancy it would want no ordinary Key to open the 
Meaning of it. S/n 
I had cited Matth. xix. 14. to prove Iafunt-Baptiſin; 
Suffer I::tie Chilaren to come unto me, &c. for of ſuch 
is the Aingdem of Heaten; and had ſaid (What is it 
that qualifies any one for Hleaden, but being dedicated to 
Cod, or being in Covenant with him Hir we have nv 
Right by Nature to it, nor to any of the Means leading 
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thereto?) "This within the Parenthefis the Anſwerer has 


left out, in which the main Strength of the Argument 
conſiſted, and goes on in = ords : If therefore 
s of 


Children are pronounced Subje this heavenly & ing- 
dom, and were capable of entering into it, they conje- 
— had a Right to the firſt Mean, and that was 
Baptiſm. Now to this latter Part he replies, That 
if Children were pronounced Subjects of this heavenly 
Kingdom, and were capable of entering into it, they couid 
never be put into a better State by Wuter- Baptiim. 

To this I anſwer, that Chilaren, no doubt, are Sub- 
Jets ot Cbriſt's heavenly Kingdom, but their 1 itle to 
it is not grounded barely on their being Children; for, 
as ſuch, they being coxce:zved and born in Sin, they are 
Objects of God's Wrath: But then indeed, when they 
are enter'd into Covenant with God, which is done by 

Baptiſm, all this is done away; and if they perform 
their Parts of the Covenant, they ſhall be entitled to 
the Kingdom ot Heaven. The Anſwerer, by leaving 


out what is contained in the Parenthefis above, which 


contained Childrens Qualifications for Heaven, won't 
- ſure aſſert, that where ſuch Qualifications are wilful- 
ly negle&ed, Men have a Right to Heaven; for if ſo, 
to what End was this new Covenant inſtituted? For 
what End came Chriſt into the World, by various 
Means and Methods, to bring us. to Heaven, if bare 
Nature, without either additional Aidp or Rule, or 
Motive, would have carried us thither? Children, no 
doubt, by Reaſon of their not having committed attzal 
Sin, would, upon the bare Strength of Nature, go to 
Heaven before thoſe that had; but then, foraſmuch as 
God has not reveal'd it to us, that any ſhall go there 
upon the bare Strength of Natare, (becauſe he has in- 
ſtituted a new Covenant to give Men a Title to it, 
which would have been in vain, if otherwiſe) there- 
fore till ſuch Time as Chilaren arc entet'd into this 
new Covenant, which is to be done by Mater-Baptiſm, 
whatever mean Thoughts the Auſwerer has of it, they 
have no Title to Heaven, but by God's zzl:mited Pre- 
rogative and Mercy, which it is infinite Preſumption 
3 in 
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in any one to truſt to, where there is an inſtituted 
Means to aſcertain it to them. 

WHATEVER the Qzakers think, I am confident all 
Chr:ſtians are of Opinion, that Baptiſm is neceſſary 

neceſſitate præcepti) to enter into the Kingdom of 
Hleaven; even the Pelagians of old, who thought we 
Joſt nothing by Adam's Fall, yet held Bapriſm abſolutely 
neceſſary for that End; nay, the s Papi/ts hold it of 
ſuch indiſpenſible Neceſſity, that none can be ſaved 
without it; and therefore allow of Lazcks, or even 
Miawives, Pagans, or Hereticks to adminiſter it. Now 
ſure, it there was nothing elle in it, the Opinion of 
all the Chriſtian World concerning the Neceſſity of 
Baptiſm tor our Entrance into Heaven, ſhould far o- 
ver-ballance the Qzakers in this Particular; for unleſs 
they be wiſer than all Chriſtians, they, as to this Mat- 
ter, will no doubt be condemned. 

THE next Text that 1 produced, was John iii. 5. 
Except any one be born of Water and the Spirit, he cau- 
not enter into the Kingdom of God; and had ſaid, That 
all, both Auctents and Moderus, had underſtood this Text 
of Baptiſm, except Calvin and his Followers. The An- 
ſwerer _ joins in with the Latter, p. 17. and expounds 
it entirely of Regeneration by the Spirit, excluſive of 
Water; and ſays, That Water and the Spirit, do only 
denote the Spirit, and its cleanſing Virtue; and appeals 
10 V 6 andg, where born of the Spirit 25 repeated, 
without ti mention of Water. 

Now in Anſwer to this, I might ask, Whether the 
Senle of a Text, that had been expounded of Baptiſm 
with Water, by the whole Chriſtian Church, for 1500 
. Years, and by a very great Majority of Moderzs, is 
not to be preterr'd to the Senſe which a few Moderns 
have put upon it? But be this as it will, it is very rea- 
 lonable to believe, that this Text is here meant of 
Baptiſm with Water; becauſe, tho* 1 ſhould grant that 
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In cauſa neceſſitatis, non ſolum ſacerdos vel diaconus, ſed 
etiam laicus vel mulier, imo etiam paganus & hereticus bapti- 
are poteſt. Decret. Eugen, Papæ ad Armen, Wat 
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Water may in Scripture ſometime ſignify the purifying 


Virtue of the Spirit, yet to be born of Water (as Dr. 


Whitby obſerves on the Place) never does ſo. And 
theretore, as to be 6.p7:2'd with the Holy Ghoſt and 
With: Fire, ſignifies to be baptiz'd with the {toly Ghoſt 
deſcending in the Symbol of Fire; ſo to be b, of he 
Spirit and of Mater, ſignifies to be bap7:2ed iti the 

irit and with the Symbol of Mater: So that tho' in 
the Verſes afore-cited, the Spirit be mentioned alone, 
it no more excludes Mater, than the Holy Ghoft”s de- 
ing mention'd alone, by tome of the Evangeliſts, does 
exclude Fire. — 

Bur further, that this Text is to be expounded of 


Water-Baptiſm, may be prov'd from the Phraſeology 


of it; for n:aryytrecie, Regeneration, or being born a- 
gain, are Words uſed both by the Fews and ancicnt 
zbriftians for Baptiſm. The Gemara ſays, If any one 
become a Proſelyte, be is like a Child new born; and 
Maimonides, The Gentile that is made a Froſelyte, and 
the Slave that is made free, behold he is like a Child new 
Bernt. Now it is very well known, that Praſelytes a- 
mong the Fews were never made without baptizing 
them. When our Saviour therefore ſpeaks of being 
born of Water, according to the Idiom ot thoſe Times, 
he can be underſtood, with Propriety, in no other 
Senſe but of Baptiſm. * to this, St. Paal 
is thought to allude to this Notion, When he ſays, 
2 Cor. v. 16, 17. Herceforth know we no after the 
Fleſh, &c. If any one be in Chriſt, he is a new Crea- 


ture; old Things are paſt away. And when we are laid, 


Titus iii. 5. To be ſaved by the Waſhing, naaryywicias u, 
of Regeneration, or of being born again, as well as by 
the rexewing of the Holy Ghoſt; and when St. Peter 
calls Chr:ſtraws new born Babes. 

TRE laſt Text J mention'd is, Acts ii. 38, 39. where 
St. Perer ſaid to thole preſent, Repent, and be baptiz'd 


Bf. Wall's 4 Hiſt. of Inſant-Baptiſm, p. 57, 520. AR Naar, 


a See Swicer's Lexicon, on the Words a e and 
afayinsris, where he ſhews the Greek Fathers . uſe them 
for Baptiſm. i 
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every.one. of yon in the Name of Jaſus Chriſt, fer the 
Remiſſion of S:us,' and ye ſhall. recerve the Gift of the 
Holy Ghojt : For. the Frame is unto yan, and to puug 
Children. To this the Anjwerer replies, firſt, That 
there 1s no Neceſſity of underſtanding this Text of Wan 
ter-Bapiiim; becuuſe rhe Mord bapiizcd mi be under- 
ſtood of the Converſion of the Heart zu GC: Ib Iuzters 
pretation is. moſt agreeable to the Wards of: the fame An 
poſtle Peter, in the next Chapter, AQs iji. 19. Ace 
and be converted, that your Sins wma be uatted aut. 
However, the Word: Repeut fhews, that Feter aid n0h- 
ſpeak to new-born Infants. . 
Now to this I Auſwer, that Baptiſm does nat appear 
to be taken, for Converſiun any, where in Scripture 3 
for even in this Place, were it to he figuratzvely uled, 
it can't, without great Abſurdity, be wreſted to this 
Senſe. For ſuppole to be haprized. hexe, were to be 
underitood a Baptiſmn with the Haly Ghajſt, what Senſe 
could be made of the Apeſtie's Words? For would 
they not then. run thus, Kepent and be baptized. wh: 
the Holy Gholt? or, Kecezve. the Holy. Ghoth (which 
is all one) for the Remiſſion of Sins, and ye. ſpall recerue; 
the Gift of the Holy, Ghoſt? Now is not- here a moſk 
groſs T autology, and what we can never ſuppoſe an in- 
ſpired Writer would be guilty of? But ſuppoie this went: 
for nothing (tho? it ſets. aſide the whole Argument) the 
Reaſon that he Azſwerer gives, (vix.) Besauſe St, e- 
ter exhortwThoſe in another Chapter to repent and; be- 
converted, as he had. done thoſe here to repent ang: br 
baptized, zherefore-Baptilm ignis Converſion, is very 
groundleſs and unconcluſive:; for it is far more agree- 
able that Converſion ſhould be interpreted by Bapsifin, 
than Baptiſm by. Converſion; for the baptized: Feriom. 
is really converted, and under a new State of Lite, ta 
what he was before: Whereas; a, bapzz4ed Perion may 
fall into a wicked Lite, and may be converted from ity,” 
without any Relation. to. Baptiſm, which-is not tor 
reveated. But why ſhould St. Peter, uſing Exhotta- 
tions at two different Times, in different Words, not. 
conveying the ſame Ideas, mean the fame Thing, by, 
them? 
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wem? May fot he ſpeak to his Hearers about fome 
Duties at one T ime, and about others at anotner, with- 
Sat interfering with each other? And why mult theſe 
de interpreted one by the other, when there does not 
ſee m to be any near Relation between them? And, 
fafly, i ſeems to me to be plain, that Bapz:ſ and 
Converfion cannot mean the ſame thing in theſe two 
Places, becauſe Baptiſm follows after Repenraxce, and 
Converſion is either one with it, or precedes it; for 4 
Man is never baptiz d till he turns, or promiſes to 
tarn, frem his evil Ways, which is Rebentauce; but 
ih Converſion, * Repentance is either included, or his 
H-art v is firſt touched with God's Grace, and this ſtirs 
him up to Repentarrce afterwards. But the Aaſwerer has 
a notable Remark at the Cloſe, which is, That Repent, 
— that Peter did not ſpeak to neu- born Infants. And, 
Pray, who ever ſaid: he did? We know that [nfarrs 
te not Objects capable of any Addreſs ; but ſure they 
May be entitled to Privileges, tho? they are not. St. 
Peer is here addrefſing himſelf ro a Multitude, and 
ex horting them to Duties becoming Perſons of grows 
Yours: Now where is the Pertinency of bringing in 
faut by Head and Shoulders? The Anſwerer want- 
ed an Innuendo againſt ſufant-Haptiſm, and it is no 
matter whether it be pertinent or not. == 
Wer,! but he ſays, That by the Promiſe here made 
of the Holy Ghoſt, as a Conſequence of Baptiſm to them 
ad their Children, Children are. not properly ander- 
Fred, bat Poſterity. Now ſuppoſe I grant this, are 
not Children comprehended in Poſter:ty ? For what is 
Noſtority but thoſe that come after us? and theſe ſure 
Muſt be Chilaren before they become Men. If the 
Promiſe then, according to the Auſwerer's Aſſertion, 
was made to the Pofterity of thoſe then preſent, Ch:l- 
aven, as being a Part of Poſterity, may nocwithitand- 
Ing be included in it. > BE 

— — — — 

* Sciamus hanc eſſe veram pænitentiam dum ſpiritu mentis 

ſue renovatur homo. Hoc notandum eft fic inchoari 
4 nobis pæniten iam, ubi primum ad deum con vertimur, ut 
hota vita tam prof equi oporteat. Calvin in loc. 
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Bor that by Children here, is meant Poſterity, we 
have nothing but the Azſwerer's Word far it; he brings 
no Authority to ſupport what he alledges ; he cites: no 
Author, or Commentator, to corroberate bis own O: 
* neither does he give any Reaſon why it ſhould 
be ſo underitood ; and therefore, if others, more learny 
ed than himſelf, interpret this Place of Children, pro- 
pcrly 1o called, it is reaſqnable their Judgment ſhould 
be prefcrr'd to his. Now Archbiſhop Land (Confer. 
p. 56.) ſays, That the Baptiſm of Infants may be di- 
rectly concluded out of this Scripture, and cites Ferus 
aud Slmeren in loc. to ſupport his own Opinion; 
the frit ſays, The Apoſtle excepts here neither Few 
nor Gezzile, neither Old nor Young ; and the laſt, 
0 your Children, Why ought they to conſent 
they come to the ſe of their Realon? To fulfil the 
Fromiſes made in their Baptiſm. And Calvin, upon 
tie Place, reaſons thus: This Place, ſays he, abun» 
dantly contutes the Anabapriſts, - Who would drive a 
way Infant, born of Chriſtian Parents, from Baptiſm; 
as it they were not Members of the Charch, taking 
this Place in an allegorical Senſe z.. but ſuch barefac'd 
I pudence will Bp t them nothing. For it is plain, 
this was ſpoken oy St. Peter, becauſe. God had pecuy 
lia ly adopted one Nation; which Right of Adoption 
Was common io Inſants, as Circumgiſion teltifies : 
T nercioze, even as God made a Covenaut with Iſaac, 
yet unborn, becauſe he was of the Seęd of Avraham; 
Q Peter teaches, that all the Child mf the Fews are 
contaild in the ſame Corexart. N Now ät is plain, St. 
Frier, in tuis Place, is exhorting the Jews to be bap= 
tized; and ſays, That the Fromiſe was te them, ang 
their Chilaren likewiſe. If tien the Children of thoſe 
Jews had 2 Right to Chr. ſtian Bt; then it will 
follow by neceſlary Conſequence, that Children of 
Chriſtian Purents now - a- days are entitled to the 
fame Privelege, and that thjs Text is meant of Chil- 
wes; properiy l 
I have now gone thro* the Anſuerer's Book, and 
think J have leit no material Thing in it unhandled j 
bes „„ OT TO OSU SES ani 
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and therefore muſt now appeal to all that are unpre- 
judiced, whether Bopt:ſin with Wut er, or ace 
the Holy Ghoſt, be the Baptiſm which Chriſt inſtituted as a 
Rite of Adiffion jnto the ne Covenant? If the Fot 
mer, as appears to me to be plain and manifeſt, and 
it has likewiſe appear'd ſq to all the Chriſtian Worl, 
except ſome few Hereficks, and the Quaters; then 
do not know upon what footing they can be eſteem'd 
Chriftiavs: For if Baptiſm with Hater is the Rite, by 
which Men are admitted into the Cristian Church, 
and the Qzakers reject that Rite; then if they aflumg 
to themſelves that honourable Name, they do it with- 
out any true Grqund or Foundation. For as to their 
1 ith the Holy Ghoſt, properly ſo called, they, 
nor fro Chritiqe, have any Pretenſion to it now» 
days; and unleſs. they can give Proof of it in mira» 
eulous Gifts, (which the Apoſtles and firſt Chriſtians - 
Kid) their Pretenfions, to it are all vain and empty 
and bottom'd on no trug and ſolid Reaſon, that i 
know of; WY „ Bou ti en $1 40 
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